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INTRODUCTION 


In the Public Rangeland Improvement Act of 1978, Congress adopted the 
current fee formula based on the 1966 base rate of $1.23 per Animal Unit 
Month (AUM) adjusted by the forage value index (FVI), the beef cattle price 
index (BCPI) and the prices paid index (PPI) (see Glossary for definition). 
‘This formula is to be used on a trial basis until 1985. PRIA also requires 
the Secretaries of Agriculture and Interior to prepare a study by 1985 which 
will evaluate the current fee formula, will examine other fee options, and 
will recommend a future fee system for 1986 and thereafter. Colorado State 
University contracted with USDA Forest Service (FS) and USDI Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) to examine grazing lease and fee policies of governmental 
entities in 16 western states. This is the final report of that study 
which is one part of the overall grazing fee review and evaluation and will 
be used to evaluate other grazing fee options. 

The grazing lease and fee policies study was conducted in three Stages. 
Local, state, and federal agencies other than the FS and BLM that leased 
grazing were identified in the first stage of the study (Appendix A). The 
Survey instrument was designed in the first stage. The second stage in- 
cluded the survey and the analytical design (Appendix A). The data analysis 


and final report constituted the final stage of the study. 
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METHODS 

Agency Identification 

An initial list of agencies that lease grazing was compiled through | 
interviews of federal agencies such as the FS, BLM, Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
Bureau of Reclamation, Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, National 
Park Service, and military in Washington, D.C. Letters were sent to all 
range extension agents of the states to determine other leasing agencies. 
Those identified were contacted by telephone to confirm leasing, and to 
expand the list. A postcard questionnaire was used to identify local 
governments. The compilation of the list of leasing entities constituted the 
first stage of the study with the collection methodology. 
Data Collection 

Data collection constituted a major portion of the second Stage. Data 
were collected on each agency concerning legal obligation of the agencies and 
lessee, duration of lease and tenure rights of lessee, rights of lessee to 
limit or exclude other uses, responsibility for quantity and seasonal distri- 
bution of grazing, range improvement expenditures and conditions, method of 
fee determination, rebates for range improvements and maintenance, expendi- 
tures and receipts from grazing programs, and history of lease and fee 
policy changes. An interview instrument was designed and pretested in 
Colorado (OMB No. 0596-0072, Expires October 31, 1983). The survey instru- 
ment is attached (Appendix C). 

Virtually all state and federal] agencies were visited and interviewed 
by a member of the research team. This personal contact with agency person- 
nel greatly enhanced understanding of procedures employed by the agencies 


and allowed collection of a more accurate data base. Interpretations of 
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the acquired data set were improved by experience acquired through the 
personal interview experiences. | 

Because of budget constraints and diminishing returns to field work, 
most local agencies and several state and federal agencies were contacted 
by telephone. Data collection by telephone was accomplished after team 
members had acquired experience with in-person interviews and was greatly 
facilitated by this experience. 
Data Analysis 

Many factors can affect the process an agency uses to lease grazing 
lands. The size of leases administered, the number of leases administered, 
the intensity of grazing on acreage administered, the rights of the lessee 
in addition to grazing, the length of typical leases, the method of setting 
the grazing fee, and the intensity of management and adaptation of more 
efficient policies determine the leasing process and affect the grazing 
fee. Proxies for these listed variables which may affect fees were re- 
ported in Appendices I and II of the Stage II report (Appendix B). Sta- 
tistical analyses of grazing fees may demonstrate relationships to these 
variables and may provide information which allows explanation of differ- 
ences between grazing fees and provides insight to methods of allocating 
grazing land to private sector users. The statistical analyses included 
the mean and standard deviation as descriptive statistics, and testing 
explanatory models using regression and covariance analyses. 

Statistical analyses of data such as those in Appendix B were accom- 
plished using computer software packages such as "Statistical Package for 
Social Sciences (SPSS)". Editing of data to eliminate non-comparable 


measures of variables insured a usable cross-sectional data set. 


The first step in the analysis was to generate descriptive statistics for 
all variables for which data are collected. Means and standard deviations 
for all variables were computed. In addition, data were categorized by 
state, by agency, and by other appropriate categories and means and standard 
deviations were computed by category. These averages and dispersion measures 
were then compared and examined. 

The second preliminary analysis was to be a test for correlations be- 
tween all variables for more sophisticated testing procedures. Thus, a 
correlation matrix was to be computed, and all variables plotted against 
One another. However, because of incomplete information on many variables, 
this became impossible. Significant variables which were also commonly 
known by the agencies' personnel were examined in association with the 
regression analysis. 

An analysis of fee rates using collected data was testing a model 
using regression analysis. The model was hypothesized as described in 
Table 1. It is important that it is Clearly understood that this speci- 
fication was only a hypothesis to be tested and not the result of an analy- 
Sis or a conclusion of this study. This specification included the ex- 
pected sign of the regression coefficient to be produced by the analysis. 

To repeat, variables in this specification and the justifications be- 
low were chosen for testing Purposes only; they did not represent conclu- 
sions of this study. Specifications of individual independent variables 
are justified below: 

1. The regression coefficient for the number of acres per typical 

lease is specified with a neaative sign. Larger leases indicate 


less intensive management by the administering agency. 
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TABLE 1: MODEL SPECIFICATIONS 


rr 


Dependent Variable: $Fee/AUM or $Fee/Acre Grazed. 


Independent Variables | Expected Expected 
1. Acres/Typical Lease - Linear 
2. Number of Leases Administered by Agency - Quadratic 
3. AUM/Acre + Linear 
4. Other Rights Held by Lessee 
(e.g. vehicular access control); + Linear 
(Yes/No dummy)* 
9. Length of Lease (Years) + Linear 
6. {Length of rece (Years) } X 
{First Right of Refusal (Yes/No dummy) } N! Linear 
7. Rate Set by Board ; 0 Linear 
8. Rate Set by Private Rates + Linear 
9. Negotiated Rates (Yes/No dummy )* - Linear 
10. Rate Formula Set + Linear 
ll. Rate Set by BLM or USFS Rates - Linear 
12. State Wildlife Agency (Yes/No dummy) « = Linear 
13. State Lands Agency (Yes/No dummy )* - Linear 
14. State Park Agency (Yes/No dummy )* = Linear 
15. Local Agency (Yes/No dummy)* = Linear 
16. Federal Agency: BIA (Yes/No dummy )* + Linear 
17. Federal Agency: BOR (Yes/No dumny)* + Linear 
18. Federat Agency: USFWS (Yes/No dummy )* + Linear 
19. Federal Agency: NPS (Yes/No dummy )* ~ Linear 
20. Federal Agency: Military (Yes/No dummy) * y see 


(U.S. Corps of Engineers) 
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TABLE 1 (Continued) 


Independent Variables Expected Expected 


; Sian Functional Form 
a a es one Functionakerorm _ 
21. Lease Policy Change Since 1970 


(Yes/No dummy) * . einear 
Les fee Improvements Contributed by Agency A near 
$ 
23. Range Improvements Required by Agency is Wacers 
(Yes/No dummy) * 
24. Percent $ Retained by Agency (%) +7 Linear 
25. Agency Responsibility for Fence . 
Maintenance (%) ‘ pees 
26. Improvements in Lieu of Fee ($) + Linear 


10. 
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The volume of leases administered is specified with a concave 
downward functional form. A small number of leases is not 

worth administering efficiently; as the number of leases increases 
the efficiency of management increases; and also a large number 
of leases attracts political pressures which reduce fee rates. 
AUM/Acre (Glossary) is a proxy for the quality of the land grazed. 
Higher. quality land should yield hiaher rates, thus a positive 
Sign is specified. 

Other rights such as control of access enhance value to the 
lessee, and thus result in higher fees and a positive coefficient. 
The interaction of lease length with right of refusal or renewal 
Provides a proxy for stability while allowing for older rates 
(lower rates) charged under old leases. 

Rates set by bid are more competitive and therefore tend to be 
higher, yielding a positive sign on the regression coefficient. 
Rates set by boards are attempts to set equitable rates but are 
subject to political pressure; the net result is, on the average, no 
impact on fees. 

Rates based upon private rates are usually higher than other rates, 
thus a positive coefficient is specified. 

Negotiated rates indicate that the agency is interested in some- 
thing other than maximizing revenue, and thus a negative co- 
efficient is specified. 

Formula set rates represent an attempt to set efficient rates; 


thus these rates are higher. 
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11. BLM and USFS rates are often lower than other rates. 

12-15. State and local agencies manage lands less intensively than federal 
agencies and are more susceptible to political pressure; the result 
is lower fees. 

16-20. Federal agencies, except for the BIA, intensively manage lands in 
their trust; BIA leases partly to Indians and Indian tribes below 
market rates and this responsibility results in lower average rates 
on BIA managed lands. 

21. Policy changes indicate intensive and current land management 
which results in higher fees. 

22. Range improvements by administering agencies enhance value to 
lessees and result in higher rates. 

23. Range improvements required by administering agencies are expensive 
to lessees and result in lower fee rates. 

24. Monies retained by agencies provide an incentive to lease efficiently 
and maximize revenues; higher fees are consequential. 

25. Agencies that maintain fences remove a burden from lessees and this 
results in higher fees. 

26. Improvements in lieu of fees allows lessees to make necessary 
improvements to the land. This results in higher fees. 

This multiple regression analysis Produced a regression equation which, in 
theory, indicated the magnitude of influence of each particular independent 
variable on the grazing fee rate. Each Parameter of the regression equations 
was tested for statistical significance. The influence of a particular 
independent variable on the dependent variable (fee rate) holding the simul- 


taneous impact of all other included variables constant was derived. In 


addition, the total effect of all variables was also measured; this measure 
showed the percent change in the dependent variable (fee rate) "explained" 
by the entire set of independent variables. 

An attempt to enhance the above analysis was made by using the method 
of weighted least squares*. All data values for variables collected from 
a given agency were divided (and thus weighted) by the number of animal 
unit months (or acres) administered by the agency. Thus, an attempt was 
made to accommodate differences in the size of agencies and differences in 
data aggregations by agencies. 

A fourth and final analysis was proposed. This model, proposed to 
measure possible inequity or inefficiency, demonstrated the variables that 
best explain the relative difference between the actual fee and grazing 
Fair Market Values (FMV). Since fair market value cannot be measured di- 
rectly, fair market value was alternatively measured by PRIA (1981), For- 
age Value Index (June Enumerative Study), and RPA Shadow Price (Gee). 

The JES and RPA shadow price provided the only data series available as 
surrogate measures of FMV. The JES is enumerated survey response that 
estimates the lease rate ($/AUM) on privately owned nonirrigated land. 

This data series suffers from possible non-comparability to public grazing/ 
leases and in some states fluctuations in the series occur due purely to 
sampling errors. The RPA shadow price is derived from linear proarams of 
ranch models near each national forest. Although these values were not 
collected as a surrogate market value of forage because the shadow price 
measures only the returns to beef production, they provide yet another 


standard for comparison. 


* Johnston (1972) provides a complete explanation of weighted least squares. 
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By specifying the relative difference (FMV - actual fee)/FMV as the 
dependent variable, the percentage difference of an agency's fee from the 
free market value was measured. To compare actual amounts (FMV - actual fee) 
of this disparity would be misleading because lease rates vary drastically 
between states. For example, a $2 difference may be a 50% difference for 
Nevada, but in Nebraska may only be a 20% difference. Thus, the percentage 
difference: (FMV - actual fee)/FMV was used. Regressing this dependent 
variable on the variables listed in Table 1 was attempted to afford insight 


about the equity and efficiency of alternative leasing systems. 


Efficiency and Equity 


The theoretical economic concepts of equity and efficiency concern the 
extent to which a given leasing system produces outcomes which are fair to 
the lease-holder and to the public and allocate the leased land to its 
best use. In theory, each factor of production (in this case, forage) is 
most efficiently used when the incremental value derived from the last unit 
in production is equal to the market price for similar units, A pricing 
(leasing) system which distorts input costs misallocates resources causing 
economic waste. Misallocation of grazing inputs results in waste of the graz- 
ing input and waste of other resources used in compensation. The potential 
for theoretical economic inefficiency occurs when there is a disparity 
between the free market price and the agency lease rate. 

The measure (FMV - agency lease rate)/FMV is only an indicator of 
potential inefficiency since other factors may enter into the determination 
of the agency lease rate which could cause it to differ from priyate rates 
without violating the efficiency criterion. For example, if agency and 
rancher agree that the rancher accepts extra grazing costs above those 


normally included in private lease agreements, then a lease rate below 


cag gh 


FMV is fully justified. However, if the disparity between the agency lease 
rate and FMV is the result of arbitrary agency lease policy not related 

to rancher cost or productivity differences, the economic efficiency is 
reduced. Regression analyses using (FMV - agency fee)/FMV may provide in- 


Sight about the existence or nature of inefficiencies and inequities. 


Updating Method 
The final step in the study was to design a method for updating in- 


formation obtained in the study. Consideration was given to the relevance 
of the information and availability of the information. The design was 
done with the knowledge obtained in collecting the original data and the 
analyses. The updating method includes a questionnaire and recommended 


procedure to administer the questionnaire. 
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RESULTS 


Forty-four state agencies, 63 local poe ime and 11 federal 
agencies were identified as currently leasing grazing in the 16 western 
States. Generally, one interview was made with each state and local agency 
while the number of interviews with federal agencies varied. Some leasing 
policy was set at the national level, some was set at the regional or 
district level, and in some cases, policy was made at the local office. 
Administration of federal grazing was done at the local or regional level 
although this varies between agency and within the same agency in Sane cases. 
Leasing Descriptions 

Total acreage that was identified was approximately 52.7 million 
acres of which 547 thousand acres were irrigated. These figures are 
conservative as eight entities did not have records of acres grazed because 
grazing records were not kept separate from agricultural leases or they did 
not have records. In addition, several agencies were not interviewed 
because they were leasing less than 20 acres, contact could not be made, 
or they were uncooperative. 

Agencies leased on both an AUM and acre basis. The total AUM's was 
approximately 7.15 million with an average fee of $6.44 per AUM. Average 
fee per acre was $7.76. Total receipts from grazing was 197 million 
dollars from approximately 53 thousand leases. The duration of the leases 
averaged just under four years. 

State Leases: Of the state agencies, the most common was state land 
agencies. These occur in all states except Nevada and Kansas which do not 
have state school lands. Wildlife agencies were the next most frequent with 


11, and then recreation oriented state agencies. Other agencies at the 
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state level included those that were responsible for both wildlife and 
recreation, forestry, water resources, and occasionally universities. 

Thirty-seven of the 43 state agencies were interviewed because some 
agencies administer grazing for other agencies. Summary statistics are 
presented in Table 2. Details for each state agency were presented in 
Appendix I of the Stage II report. There were approximately 34,000 leases 
on a little over 41,000,000 acres of state land. In 1981, revenue was 
almost $20 million. Most of the state land was not leased on an AUM 
basis, but rather on a per acre basis. However, approximately 17,000,000 
acres were leased on an AUM basis and account for 3!; million AUM's. If 
this is extrapolated to the toal 41 million acres, over 8 million AUM's are 
grazed on state lands. 

The state land agenciés administered 39 million or 96 percent of the 
total land leased (Tables 2 & 3). Seven states made uv 35 million acres of 
this with New Mexico and Arizona accounting for approximately one-half of the 
39 million acres. The charge per AUM ranged from $1.43 in Arizona to 
$14.00 in Nebraska. The most common method of determining the fee was by 
formula and the state land boards setting the fee. Individual formulas 
are presented in Appendix D. 

The rancher was responsible for maintenance, and in fact, in many 
cases the lease states that the rancher will be the steward and protect the 
land from misuse by both himself and others. In state land agencies, there 
were two legal cases in which education associations have sued the state 
Saying that the fee return was not resulting in fair market return. This 
has increased the fee in Arizona by an adjustment in the formula and was 


undergoing court determination in Oklahoma in 1982. 
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TABLE 2 


SUMMARY STATISTICS FOR GRAZING 
LEASING FOR ALL STATE.AGENCIES IN 1981 


Most Common 
Method of Fee 


State Acres ) AUMs Leases Leasees Determination 
Arizona S577 osUcs 1,270,000 1,565 1,450 Formula 
Catifornia” "130,625" No Record’ gg Varies 
Colorado 2,774,698 No Record 3,012 2,762 Board Set 
and Bids 
Idaho 2,104,260 S14 10 nt licblS te eo2V8 Varies 
Kansas 8,092 3,608 6 6 Bids 
Montana’ 4,272,106 * 6,325 * Bids and 
Formula 
Nebraska 1,236,349 i 887 * Board Set 
and Formula 
Nevada 91,986 6,502 6 13 Bids 
New Mexico 11,022,097 cd 5.53 z Formula 
North Dakota 718,450 i 2,460 1,660 % 
Oklahoma 625,000 650 ,000 800 700 Formula 
Oregon 692,039 78 ,063 31] 309 Varies 
South Dakota 845 ,305 331,779 3,082 1,596 Formula 
Utah 3,065,453 z 2,562 (2,408 Board Set 
Washington 1,056 ,531 x 1,914 * Formula 
Wyoming 3,700,073 939,667 3,967 2,596 Formula 
‘Total 41,119,087 ie 34 ,087 i! 


chs Does not include California Department of Fish and Game 


By Does not include Montana Department of Fish, Wildlife and Parks 


* Indicates that some agencies in the states do not have this information 
So totals become meaningless 
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TABLE 3 


SUMMARY STATISTICS FOR STATE LAND BOARDS, AND 


STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENTS, LEASING GRAZING IN 1981 


State Acres 
Arizona 8;775;023 
California 92,877 
Colorado 2,724 ,698 
Idaho 2,090,000 
Montana 4,090,430 
Nebraska 1,235,346 
New Mexico 10,962,097 
North Dakota 705,000 
Oklahoma 625,000 
Oregon 607,916 
South Dakota 845,305 
Utah 2,814,726 
Washington 885 ,638 
Wyoming 3,614,887 
Total 39,364 ,648 
l/ 
2/ 


AUMs 
1,269,840 
3,300 
No Record 


274,000 


No Record 
No Record 
No Record 
No Record 
- 650,000 

56 5095 


33 15209 


153,000 
No Record 


931,779 


Estimate by interviewee 


Fee 
Determination 

Method $/AUM 
Formula 1.43 
Varies Vaz0 
Board Set 3.00 
Bids & 4.25 
Board Set 
Formula 


3.47 
Board Set 14.00 
Formula 1.60 
Auction --- 
Formula 5.70 


Board Set, 2.50 
PRIAS/ 


2xi23/ 
acre 


Formula 


Board Set 2.36 
Varies! 3.37 


Formula 


3/ pRIA formula was $2.31/AUM in 1981 


1.65 


$1,482,822 

$ 10,300 
Av; 

$ 893,983 


$4,587,131 
i, 
$3,013,660 


2/ 
$1,000 ,000= 


$3,700,705 
$ 193,284 


$1,384 ,872 


$ 385,0002/ 


Sonos 5294 
$1,537,435 


Grazing receipts are included with other agricultural leases 


Maintenance 


Receipts Responsibility 


Rancher 
Rancher 
Rancher 


Rancher 


Rancher 
Rancher 
Rancher 
Rancher 
Rancher 


Rancher 


Rancher 


Rancher 
Rancher 


Rancher 


4/ Auctions and bids are held with a formula determining minimum bid 


Shi, 
TABLE 4 


MEANS, STANDARD DEVIATIONS, AND NUMBER OF 


OBSERVATIONS ON GRAZING FEE VARIABLES FOR STATE LAND AGENCIES 


Improvement Expenditures ($) 


Free Market Value 
AUM/Acre 

Dollars/AUM ($) 
Dollars/Acre ($) 

Total Acres 

Irrigated Acres 

Total AUM's 

Number of Leasees 
Number of Leases 

Lease Duration (Years) 


Total Revenue ($) 


Mean 


36,698. 


3,014,100. 
36,043. 
458,724. 
W8he, 
2,422. 

8. 
1,656,072. 


00 


Standard 


Deviati 


60,617. 


on 


78 


48 


Ds 3ttis/ UOt 
85,554. 
452,217. 
1,505. 
Wer. 

2. 
1,487,885. 


Number of 


Observations 


By 


State wildlife agencies accounted for about two-thirds of a million 
acres or 1.6 percent of state lands with much of this in Washington, Utah, 
Nevada, Oregon, and New Mexico (Tables 5 & 6). The rates here were higher than 
for state land boards, ranging from $4 to $11.00 per AUM. Leases were 
usually made on a competitive bid basis, and maintenance was shared by 
the wildlife agencies and the lessees. The policy towards grazing varies. 
It is either grazing to manage for wildlife habitat, or in some cases, the 
agency has been mandated to allow see eee to generate income and also to 
allow the former owner of the land to graze. 

State recreational agencies were the next most frequent, but they only 
accounted for a half of one percent of the total state lands in the sixteen 
western states. The fee varied from $1.65 to $6.25 per AUM and was not 
commonly determined by bids (Tablés7 & 8). In most cases, the rancher was 
responsible for maintenance. There was one case in Nevada where grazing is 
done just to show livestock tradition within the park. 

‘Other state agencies that lease grazing included two forestry agencies 
(Montana, Oregon), a water resource agency (California) and the University of 
California at Berkeley (Table 9). Both forestry agencies leased on an AUM 
basis as did the University of California. The water resource agency leased 
on a per acre basis which varied by lease. The California Department of 
Water Resources was leasing around water projects, and grazing capacity 
varied from year to year depending on precipitation. In all four agencies 
the rancher was responsible for maintenance. 

Local Agencies: Almost all local agencies that leased grazing were 


associated with water, either water districts or city governments that had 


State 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 
Kansas 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 


New Mexico 


North Dakota 
Oregon 


Utah 


Washington 


Wyoming 


Total Area 


SUMMARY STATISTICS FOR STATE WILDLIFE 


meee 


TABLE 5 


AGENCIES LEASING GRAZING IN 1981 


Acres 
y 
50,000 
4,800 
8,092 
y 
1,003 
91,045 
60 ,000 


13,450 
79,921 


140,174 


163,715 


54 347 


666 ,547 


AUMs 
Vy 
2,500 
3,470 
3,608 
y 
495 
4,816 
y 


1,470 


21,875 


No 


Record 


13,049 
7,389 


Fee 


Determination $/ 
Method 


Bids 
Bids 
Bids 
Bids 
Negotiated 
Bids 
Bids 


Private 
Rates 


Prvt. Rts. 
and Formula 


Bids, 
Formula 


Varies 


Bids 


NSN 


on 


Ds 


4. 
Tile 


Aum 


(ae 
00 


$ 20,000 
$ 14,640 
$105,808 
a 
$7725751 
$ 11,600 
y 


Dr eeeol/ 
$127,907 


$ 37,805 


$ 48,968 
$ 70,868 


Maintenance 


Receipts Responsibility 


Rancher 
Shared 
Shared 
Shared 
Shared 
Rancher 
Rancher 


Rancher 


Shared 


Shared 


Agency 


Rancher 


Shared 


ee 


J/ Interviewee failed to respond with this information 
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TABLE 6 


MEANS, STANDARD DEVIATION, AiiD NUMBER OF 


OBSERVATIONS ON GRAZING FEE VARIABLES FOR STATE WILDLIFE AGENCIES 


Improvement Expenditures ($) 
Free Market Value 

AUM/Acre 

Dollars/AUM ($) 

Total Acres 

Irrigated Acres 

Total AUM's 

Number of Leasees 

Number of Leases 

Lease Duration (Years) 


Total Revenue ($) 


Mean 
10,759.64 
Fis 

26 

6.59 
62,466.67 
4,400.70 
6,519.11 
28 . 30 
26.91 
2.00 
46,314.40 


Standard 


Deviation 


22,307.99 
47 

24 

2.20 


MO hiaece 


8,031.85 
Ss07erre 
25.94 
Zon. 
eyes) 
42,467.79 


Number of 


Observations 


1 
1] 
9 
12 
9 
10 
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TABLE 7 
SUMMARY STATISTICS FOR STATE 


Fee 
Determination Maintenance 
State Acres AUMs Method $ /AUM Receipts Responsibility 
: ! No Private 5230/ 
California 26 ,822 ny Sp Rates ee $156,319 Rancher 
Idaho 9,460 =a Bids 5.00 $949,856 .. Referer 
Nevada 94) 1,686 Bids 5.30 $ 15,255 Rancher 
Utah 110,553 nee Bids 6.25. $12,752) te) Renee 
Washington 7,158 75] Bids 315 Sere.Ol0 Rancher 
Wyoming 30 ,839 7,499 Board Set 1.65 Sel2e373 Rancher 
Total 185,793 


RECREATION AGENCIES LEASING GRAZING IN 1981 


23}. 


TABLE 8 


MEANS, STANDARD DEVIATION, AND NUMBER OF 


OBSERVATIONS ON GRAZING FEE VARIABLES 


FOR STATE PARK AND RECREATION AGENCIES 


Improvement Expenditures ($) 


Free Market Value 
AUM/Acre 

—Dollars/AUM ($) 
Dollars/Acre ($) 

Total Acres 

Irrigated Acres 

Total AUi's 

Number of Leasees 
Number of Leases 

Lease Duration (Years) 


Total Revenue ($) 


Mean 
316.80 
.75 

66 

5.65 

5.30 
26,685.14 
470.75 
2,607.75 
16.67 
18.71 


35,899.43 


Standard 


Deviation 


708.39 
46 
Wiel 

2.67 


55,467.39 


Number of 


Observations 


5 


8 
4 


fy 


TABLE 9 
SUMMARY STATISTICS FOR OTHER STATE 
AGENCIES LEASING GRAZING IN 1981 


Fee 
Determination Maintenance 
Acres AUMs Method $/AUM Receipts Responsibility 
California 
Univ. of California 2,000 463 Private Rates 8,00 $ 93,704 Rancher 


N Negotiated Bids, 
Dept. of Water Resources 8,926 R C 4 Auctions N/ $2 425710 Rancher 
ecord Private Rates 


Montana 
Division of Forestry 181,676 14,930 Bids and Formula 3.47 $ 58,626 Rancher 
Oregon 
Private Rates 
Jepartment of Forestry 4,202 93 and 2.25 $ 209.25 Rancher 
-_ PRIA 
Total 196 ,804 


— Bids averaged $10.76 per acre and leases based on private rates averaged $15.00 per acre. 


£/ PRIA rate was $2.31 per AUM in 1981. 


pa 


watersheds or land on which the city had rights for ground water. Of the 63 
local agencies, 48 were interviewed; others were not interviewed because they 
could not be contacted, they leased less than 20 acres, or in some cases, they 
were uncooperative. There were 326 leases from these local governments on 
about 610,000 acres (Table 10). The fee determination method for local 
governments is highly variable, but the most common is competitive bids and 
public auction (45% of governments). Other methods used to determine 

grazing rates included negotiation (17%), neivate lease rates (13%), and 
formulas (9%). Other methods included fees based on board determination, 
PRIA rates, and break-even rates. Six percent did not know the basis for the 
fee. 

Range maintenance varied, but the rancher was totally responsible in 
77% of the cases. The agency did all of the maintenance in only 9% of the 
cases, while in the other 15% the agency and rancher shared maintenance. 

Only 9 agencies had range improvement expenditures while 34 had none. 

Five agencies had no records on range improvement expenditures. Five of the 
agencies gave rebates for range improvements, but only one respondent knew the 
amount. 

Tenure on local government lands varied but was more permanent than on 
some of the other types of agencies. Eight percent of the tenants had all 
rights, 47% had first right of refusal, 35% competed on an equal basis, and 
6% had a combination of the other three. In approximately half of the 
cases, the local governments considered other factors than obtaining fair 
market value. An example is that some local governments lease grazing in 
order to obtain a caretaker for the land. The tenant receives rights in 


addition to grazing from approximately one-half of the local governments. 


No. of 
Governments Number 

State Identified Interviewed Acres = AUMs Receipts?/ 
California 26 20 5235 3Ull 118, 1691/ 2,053,070 
Colorado 7 6é/ 16,707 1,4502/ 66,090 
Idaho a 2 501 1404/ 1,500 
Nebraska 6 5 4,199. 902/ 41,100 
Nevada 2 2 36,000  15,0002/ 65,551 
New Mexico 3 3 4,914 2002/ 4,025 
Oregon 2 2 683 9438/ 4,120 
South Dakota 9 2 220 No Record 2,260 
Washington 5 5 33167 No Record 2,946 
Wyoming ] ] 20,095 No Record 983 

Total 63 48 609,787 $2,242,445 
ly) AUM records available from only 8 local governments in California 
2/ The cities of Greeley and Fort Collins lands are administered cooperatively 
3/ Only Boulder, Colorado had AUM records 
4/ Only Lewts-Orchards Irrigation District had AUM records 
3/ Only Lower Big Blue NRD had AUM records 
6/ Only Pershing County Water Conservation District had AUM records 
ley Only Arch Hurley Conservation District had AUM records 
8/ only City of Metford had AUM records 
9/ 


One 


TABLE 10 
SUMMARY STATISTICS (STATE TOTALS) FOR LOCAL 
GOVERNMENTS LEASING GRAZING IN 1981 


Not all governments had records on grazing receipts 


.95.. 


Federal agencies: Eleven federal agencies leased grazing on 257 
sites in the western United States, and had 2,358 leases. Total acreage on 
land administered by federal agencies was over 12.6 million acres (Table 11). 
The Agricultural Research Service leases grazing in pet orada. Oklahoma, and 
New Mexico. A total of 19,900 AUM's from 165,000 acres was leased at a 
rate of $4.17 to $5.70 per AUM. Each site used a different method to 
determine the fee. One used a-formula, one based the fee on private rates, 
and one used the fee charged on the adjacent National Grassland. These 
leases were special cases because the purpose of the leases was to obtain 
animals for research. The rancher provided the animals and all management 
was provided by the ARS. 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers administers the leases for the Air 
Force, Army, and the Corps. The Air Force had a total of 87,102 acres, the 
Army 421,241 acres, and the Civil Works 155,492 acres. The military leases 
were done on a basis of attaining additional funds where possible and were 
to obtain fair market value for the grazing. Almost exclusively, leases 
were determined by competitive bid, and many had grazing plans associated 
with them. In many of the areas, particularly California, those that were 
not based on grazing plans in AUM's were being changed to include a grazing 
plan and an AUM capacity. The military also gave rebates in lieu of improve- 
ment work by the lessee in order to increase the range improvement level. 

The Civil Work areas were leased by competitive bids. Most of these 
were on a per acre basis because the areas are often flooded and the capacity 
is never determined until that particular year. The rate of grazing greatly 
varied particularly due to the fact that many of these areas only had one 
land holder that had access to a particular portion of land. The rancher 


was responsible for maintenance of range improvements. 


Leys 


TABLE 11 
- SUMMARY STATISTICS FOR FEDERAL 
AGENCIES LEASING GRAZING IN 1981 


Fee 
Sites Determi- 
ywith AUM nation Maintenance 
Agency Acres Sites AUMs— ‘ Records Method Responsibility 
Agricultural Research ; 

Service 165,735 . 3 19,920 3 Varies Agency 
U.S. Air Force 87,1022/ 11 18 265s Bids Rancher 
U.S. Army 421,241 18 57,463 6 ‘Bids Rancher 
U.S. Army Corps 

of Engineers 155,492 46 3,610 5 Bids Rancher 
U.S. Navy and Marines 85,818 7 23,632 7 Bids Rancher 
Bureau of Indian 3/ Bids & Varies/Shared 

Affairs 7,900,841" 40 1,887,568 16 Private Rates. to Rancher 
Rureau of Reclamation 230,556 57 8,01] 4 Varies Varies/Shared 

to Rancher 
U.S. Fish and Varies/Al] 
Wildlife Service 1,987,569 56 264,723 +53 Private Rates Agency to 
all Rancher 
National Park aay Varies/Shared 

Service 1,606,651 18= 81,752 16 PRIA to Rancher 

U.S. Coast Guard 255 1 No Record - Private Rates Agency 
5 eS ae oe ime ore 
Total 12,641,260 257 2,364,944 113 


ner aad eS i Se 


V Not all sites had AUM records 


a) Includes a 40,345 acre/case for a Federal prison; other columns do not 
include this lease 


3/ Not all sites had acreage records 


4/ Grant Kohrs Ranch National Historic Site has no records 


E27. 


"The Navy and the Marines had approximately 85,000 acres which pro- 
vided 23,600 AUM's of grazing. Much of this was in California, but all 
was administered from San Bruno, California. The lease rate was based on 
competitive bid, and management requirements were contained in the Range 
Management Bean The Navy was one of the few agencies in which the range 
improvement investments exceeded grazino income in 1981. Rebates were given 
for range improvement work; the rancher was responsible for maintenance. 
The average grazing fee on the 85,000 acres was $11.34 per AUM. 

Bureau of Indian Affairs administers grazing in most states in the 
west; the total was almost 8 million acres. In the northern Ne dee) they 
issued permits to non-tribal members when grazing was not wanted by the tribe 
or tribal members. These were based on AUM's and have management plans 
which were determined by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

There were two types of leases. First, in the northern plains, leases 
were made to tribal members, but elsewhere, leases were made to non-tribal 
members. On leases to non-tribal members, the fee was primarily determined 
by bid and private rates, Maintenance was almost always by the rancher, but 
some improvements were funded by the agency. The purpose of the leasing 
Program to non-tribal members was to generate income for the tribe or 
individual tribal members. 

The Bureau of Reclamation leased grazing around its projects and on 
land that had been withdrawn but not used by the Bureau. The fee was 
determined by competitive bid and comparison to private rates. There was 
little done beyond administration of the leases. Lessees competed on an 


equal basis when the lease expired. The leases, by national policy, were 


mons 


for one year with an option for four. The Bureau of Land Management administers 
much of the withdrawn land just as it would its own. 

The National Park Service leased land for grazing in 18 national parks 
and monuments. This covered 1.6 million acres and provided 81,750 AUM's 
of grazing. The most common method of fee determination was to use the 
PRIA formula. There were two exceptions: Point Reyes National Seashore 
and Whitman Mission Historic Site in Washington where fees were based on 
Private rates. In many cases, grazing was required in the agreement when 
the park was established, and individual parks may be pheeine the grazing 
out depending on the establishing agreements. Maintenance responsibility 
varied from all rancher to shared work by the agency and rancher. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service administers grazing on 56 of its 
refuges or game ranges in the west. The 265,000 AUM's were obtained from 
almost 2 million acres. The fee was usually based on private rates, although 
there were some instances of formula being used, using PRIA rates, or 
negotiating. Maintenance was a joint responsibility with the Fish and 
Wildlife Service usually maintaining the exterior fences and the rancher 
responsible for any interior fences. Improvements were allowed in some 
cases; however, usually most of the fences were already there and water was 
not a problem. (In fact, on some refuges no improvements were allowed in the 
lease. The purpose of the grazing was to manage habitat. There have been 
changes in national policy for grazing. The present policy is to use grazing 
if you can generate additional income as long as it is consistent with the 
mission of the agency. 

The final agency to lease grazing was the U.S. Coast Guard of the Depart- 
ment of Transportation. It has 255 acres which lease for $22.50 per acre in 


California. Rates were based on comparison with private rates. 
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Comparative Analysis 


The information on grazing leases and fees by state, local, and fed- 
eral agencies (except BLM and FS) were summarized in several ways in order 
to Sai ow comparisons. The purpose of this comparative analysis was to pre- 
sent differences and similarities in the grazing fee systems and fee charges. 
This information would then be used by personnel of the agencies to evaluate 
and judge the worth of different systems. 

Table 12 shows statistics by state without respect to type of govern- 
ment leasing grazing. The amount of grazing land leased in each state 
generally followed the amount of state land within each state. Two of the 
states (California and North Dakota) with the highest AUM totals tend to 
have higher carrying capacities. They also have higher mean rental per 
acre (means calculated on the basis of number of agencies leasing grazing 
in a particular state). Arid states and states with high n roneriond of 
public lands tended to have lower mean grazing fees. 

Of the survey values for state and local agencies, only Arizona had 
a as ($1.43) lower than the PRIA formula in 1981 ($2.31). 

The fees in each state by state agency and local agency were compared 
to the 1982 RPA grazing values and 1981 June Enumerative Survey (JES) 
values (Table 13). RPA values reese $10.41 for the western states 
(excluding Oklahoma) and JES values averaged $8.70. In almost all cases 
the RPA and JES values were higher than the average agency values. The 
magnitude of that difference changed from state to state. In Arizona RPA 
and JES values were over 6 times as great as Arizona state agencies. In 
Idaho this ratio was less than 2. Kansas state agency grazing fee exceeded 
the JES value slightly, but was well over 7 times greater than the RPA 


value. The RPA value was for a National Grassland in southwestern Kansas. 
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TABLE 12 


ACRES, LEASES, AUM'S AND AVERAGE LEASE RATES BY STATE REGARDLESS 
OF TYPE OF AGENCY 


State 
Arizona 


California 
Colorado 
Idaho 

Kansas 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 


INCLUDED 
POPULATION 


Total Acres 


8,838,196 
856 , 930 
3,022,064 
2,218,766 
32 ,968 

i 3le,209 
Pe2s 3.005 
419.047 
12,606,159 
3,045,135 
1,404 ,767 
1,420,835 
889 ,004 
3320353/8 
233005075 
35i33,210 


52,701,264 


Total # 


Leases 


1,461 

340 
2,823 
ee 


61 


oye 


48 

65 
7,694 
3,124 
HOSE) 
eyAS 
1,824 
2,410 
186 


2,611 


29,755 


Total # 
_AUMs 
27.2, 50) 
205,093 
Fas aa 
300 ,986 
7,408 
647 ,042 
20,929 
46.644 
2,790 
1,212,967 
658 ,828 
170,678 
340,260 
158,670 
59 , 383 
954 ,989 


7,148,470 


Mean $1/ 


Per AUM 


5.99 


reg 


4.92 


6.20 


- Means are averages by agencies and are not weighted by AUM's. 


Std. 


Dev. 


6.46 


4.93 


“i Silex 


TABLE 13 
MEAN GRAZING FEES OF STATE AND LOCAL AGENCIES BY STATE, 
1982 RPA GRAZING VALUES AND 1981 JUNE ENUMERATIVE SURVEY (JES) VALUES 


FEE COMPARISONS 


ogee $/AUM Survey $/AUM $/AUM 
Agency State or Agency Fees (1981) RPA (1982} JES (1981) 

State Arizona 1.43 8.90 9.40 

Agencies 

California 6750 10.41 10.48 

Colorado 5250 10.29 8.20 

Idaho 4.92 8.01 8.20 

Kansas | 10.21 oe 9.06 

Montana B98 618 | 139 9.40 

Nebraska 9.94 10.05 T3,01 

Nevada 4.63 14.51] 6.29 

New Mexico 4.15 8.56 6.98 

North Dakota 7.00 ineZ1 8.89 

Oklahoma 5.10 --- 5:88 

Oregon 3.40 BO. S| 7.54 

South Dakota 5.06 12.39 11.97 

Utah 4.68 177 7.24 

Washington g759 11.69 8.18 

Wyoming 7.00 10.10 7.93 

Local California 8.39 10.41 9.40 

so Colorado 5.38 10.29 10.48 

Nevada 4.50 14.5] 6.29 

New Mexico 3.00 8.56 6.98 

Oregon 8.22 10.3] 7.54 

South Dakota | 6.22 12.39 11.97 


Washington 4.00 11.69 8.18 


O08 


The difference between RPA and JES values and Survey values are 
shown in Table 14. The mean difference between RPA values and survey values 
was $4.58 while the mean difference between JES values and Survey values was 
| $3.13. The mean ratio of the difference between RPA and Survey values to 
RPA values was .17. This means that RPA values averaged 20% higher than 
Survey values. JES values averaged 35% higher than survey values. The 
average difference between the RPA and survey values was reduced by the low 
- RPA value for Kansas. 

The most frequent method of determining the grazing fee was sealed bids 
(Table 15). This frequency is based on the number of agencies or sites with- 
in agencies in the federal agencies that use each method. The frequency may 
sum to over 1.00 since some agencies or sites use more than one method. The 
next most common method was comparison with private rates while the remainder 
were much less used. For state agencies, sealed bids and formulas were the 
most frequently used methods while for local governments the sealed bid 
method was the most common. Other variables are compared by fee determination 
methods in Tables in Appendix G. 

Other appendices compare different variables by different methods of 
classification. Total acres, revenue, AUM's, AUM's per acre, dollars per 
AUM and per acre, number of leases and lessees, lease duration, improvement 
expenditures, fair market value and other leasing considerations are compared 
on the basis of type of government (Appendix E), state (Appendix F), tenant 
rights (Appendix H), non-free market proxies (Appendix I), and type of agency 
(Appendix J). 


nate 


TABLE 14 


DIFFERENCES OF GRAZING FEES OF STATE AND LOCAL AGENCIES 
BY STATE AND 1982 RPA GRAZING VALUES AND 1981 JUNE 
ENUMERATIVE SURVEY VALUES 


RPA Value - JES Value - 
Type of RPA Value - JES Value - (2uniey Value (aaa Value ) 
Agency= = State Survey Value Survey Value \_RPA Value / \_JES Value _ 
State Arizona $7.47 $7.97 $ .84 $ .85 
Agencies california 4.91 4.98 47 48 
Colorado . 4.79 2.70 47 r33 
Idaho 3.09 3:28 39 .40 
Kansas -8.90 -1.15 -6.79 -.13 
Montana 5.41 3.42 47 . 36 
Nebraska Am S207 01 ace 
Nevada 9.88 1.66 . 68 .26 
New Mexico 4.4) 2.83 52 4] 
North Dakota 4.21 1.89 . 38 .2] 
Oklahoma --- 18 --- 03 
Oregon 6.91 4.14 . 67 joo 
South Dakota vanes! 6.91 .59 =o 
Utah 7.09 Zuph . 60 #35 
Washington 8.10 4,59 . 69 556 
Wyoming 3.10 “93 acy | fel 
Local California 2.02 1.01 19 an 
Agencies colorado 4.91 ssa 48 49 
Nevada 10.01 1.79 . 69 .28 
New Mexico 5.56 3.98.04 ¢ 65 57 
Oregon 2.09 -.68 aad -.09 
South Dakota 6.17 5.795 .50 . 48 


Washington 7.69 4.18 . 66 a) 


Arizona 

California 

Colorado 

Idaho 

Kansas 

Montana 

Nebraska 

Nevada 

New Mexico 

North Dakota 

Oklahoma 

Oregon 

South Dakota 

Utah 

Washington 

Wyoming 
Local 

California 

Colorado 

Idaho 

Nebraska 

Nevada 

New Mexico 

Oregon 

South Dakota 

Washington 
Federal 

ARS 

Air Force 

Army 


Corps of Engn. 


Navy 

BIA 

BOR 

F&W Service 
Nat'l Parks 


ALL AGENCIES 


Set Comparison 
by with Private BLM/ Number of 
Agency Agency _____Bids___Auction Board __Rates__—Negotiated _Formula__USFS_Observations 
State 
0 0 0 0 0 1.00 0 1 
.60 0 0 .80 -40 0 .20 5 
50 0 50 0 0 0 0 2 
.00 0 wad 0 33 0 33 3 
.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
.00 0 0 0 0 .67 0 3 
0 0 .50 0 .50 0 0 2 
.00 0 0 0 0 0 .50 2 
.00 0 0 0 0 50 0 2 
0 50 0 50 .50 0 0 2 
0 0 0 0 0 1.00 0 1 
0 0 33 .67 0 433 .67 3 
0 1.00 0 0 0 1.00 0 1 
Bee) 33 .33 0 333 .67 0 3 
.67 .33 0. .67 waa 67 0 3 
33 0 <a 0 33 33 0 3 
25 .06 .19 .19 31 .38 0 16 
.80 0 0 0 -20 0 0 5 
00 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
60 0 0 20 20 0 0 5 
0 0 1.00 0 0 0 0 1 
00 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
50 0 0 0 .50 0 0 2 
.50 0 0 .50 0 0 0 2 
0 .20 0 .80 20 0 20 5 
0 0 0 33 0 33 .33 3 
91 0 0 0 -18 0 0 1] 
.94 0 0 ee 0 0 0 18 
96 0 0 .24 0 0 0 45 
00 0 0 0 0 0 0 i 
.60 0 0 .20 0 0 .03 30 
-40 0 0 .07 .07 0 .20 15 
.05 0 0 . 88 .07 15 0 41 
0 0 0 50 0 .08 -58 12 
eh. ee 04 32 009 10 07 259 


Vvany agencies use more than one method of f 


to more than 1. 


Sealed 


a a} 


1, 


TABLE 15 


FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS OF FEE DETERMINATION BY acency |/ 


Agencies Using Fee Determination Method: 


ee determination so frequencies may sum 


== 
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Explanatory Analysis 


This multiple regression analysis produces a regression equation 
which indicates the magnitude of influence of each particular independent 
variable on the grazing fee rate. Each parameter of the regression equations 
is tested for statistical significance. The influence of a particular 
independent variable on the dependent variable (fee rate) holding the 
‘simultaneous impact of all other included variables constant is easily 
derived. In addition, the total effect of all variables is also measured; 
this measure shows the percent change in the dependent variable (fee rate) 
"explained" by the entire set of independent variables. Incomplete data 
prohibited testing the full model as specified. Only 39 agencies responded 
to all questions necessary to produce a full set of variables as specified. 
Variables were dropped from the specifications to produce a more representa- 
tive sample of the agencies surveyed and a regression was run. This 
regression is summarized in Table 16. 

According to the analysis 94% of the variation in $/AUM is "explained" 
by the model. Variables with statistically significant coefficients (95%) 
include: negotiated fee determination, the percentage of agency responsibility 
for fence maintenance, discount given, tenant control of access, and 
percent dollars retained by the agency. Coefficients are summarized in 
Table 17. ) 

This analysis is difficult to understand and explain. The variables 
with significant coefficients cannot logically, by themselves, explain 94% 
of the variation in fee. Therefore, the analysis must be faulty. It is 
possible that variables included in this specification co-vary with un- 


included, unmeasured variables. 


VARTABLE 


Dependent Variable: 


KEY 
| 


Mean Acres 

Negotiated Fee Determination 
Tenant controls "other" resources 
Tenant controls wildlife 

Auction Determined Fee 

Tenant controls vehicular access 
State Government 

Number of leases 

Policy changes since 1970 (Yes-No) 
Formula Determined Fee 

AUM/ACRE 

% Agency responsible for fence maintenance 
Lease duration X Ist right refusal 
Discount given (Yes-No) 

Private rate determined fee 

Local government 

Tenant controls access 

Lease duration 

Percent $retained 

Sealed bid determined fee 

Tenant controls hunting 


$/AUM 


Number of Observations: 66 


Yes = 


1 for all dummy variables 


TABLE 16 
RESULTS OF REGRESSION 


SUMMARY TABLE 

F SIGNIFICANCE MULTIPLE R R SQUARE R 
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REGRESSION COEFFICIENTS 


PoErP IGEN: os. Sit co on URL. 
VARIABLE Key 

MALRES Mean Acres 

Te Negotiated Fee Determination 

Vi24 . Tenant controls "other" resources 
1 ek Tenant controls wildlife 

we Auction Determined Fee 

W122 Tenant controls vehicular access 
S State Government 

MULES Number of leases 

Vi73 Policy changes since 1970 (Yes-No) 
[4 Formula Determined Fee 

AUKALRE AUM/ACRE 

Wyag % Agency responsible for fence maintenance 
NULFRR Lease duration X lst right refusal 
9) Eats Discount given (Yes-No) 

[4 Private rate determined fee 

‘ Local government 

Visi Tenant controls access 

LEASEYR Lease duration 

PIVLRT Percent $retained 

tl Sealed bid determined fee 

V1i30 Tenant controls hunting 

CONSTANT 


Y = 1 for all dummy variables 
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Weighted Least Squares: An attempt to enhance the above analysis was 


made using weighted least squares. All variables in’ the model, as speci- 
fied above, were weighted by dividing them by total AUM's. Both the de- 
pendent and independent variables were thus weighted. This analysis failed. 
The vast varieties in total AUM's in the denominators on both sides of the 
equation dominated all variations. No meaningful statistics were produced. 
An effort to alleviate this problem by weighting with the square root of 
total AUM's also failed. 

Equity/Efficiency Regressions: An attempt was made to measure and 
explain the variations between Pe ee Price and the fees surveyed. 
This model proposes to measure possible inequity or inefficiency and 
demonstrate the variables that best explain the relative difference be- 
tween the actual fee and grazing fair market values (FMV). Free market 
values are alternatively measured by the Forage Value Index (June Enumerative 
Study) and the RPA Shadow Price (Gee). By specifying the relative 
difference (FMV - actual fee)/FMV as the dependent variable we measure the 
ihe Percentage difference of an agency's fee from the free market value. 
To compare actual amounts (FMV - actual fee) of this disparity would be 
misleading because lease rates vary drastically between states. For 
example, a $2 difference may be a 50% difference for Nevada, but in 
Nebraska may only be a 20% difference. Thus, the percentage difference: 
(FMV - actual fee)/FMV is used. Independent variables remain the same 
as for the other regressions reported herein. 

JES - ($/AUM surveyed)/JES was regressed on the set of independent 
variables. Results are summarized in Tables 18 and 19. The two significant 


variables (95% level of confidence) are: the award of a discount (discount 


TABLE 18 
EQUITY/EFFICIENCY REGRESSION: JES 


SUMMARY TABLE 


VARIABLE Ke F SIGNIFICANCE MULTIPLE R R SQUARE R SQUARE SIMPL 1 GNIFICANC 
ene ALE ep y . SARE ER OVERALL F SIGNIFICANCE 
MACRES Mean Acres 00817 928 -01000 .00010 00010 —_. 01000 . 26459 a 
V134 Tenant controls “other” resources 1.00513 322 04564 = -.00208 =, 0019S 0444 scene ae 
L Local Government 22694 635 05543 00307, 00099 -.03257 
D2 Auction Determined Fee . 01270 2959 14435 202054 201776 » 13122 
Vi75 Policy changes since 1970 (Yes-No) 00890 925 115140 102292 “ooze «= “342 
V148 Discount Given (Yes-No) 21.56644 . OCK) 67641 45753 =. 43460-44992 ww 
05 Negotiated Fee Determination 49055 487 68105 46383-00631. 619474 . 
V132 Tenant controls vehicular access 1.94028 148 49561 48388 202004 «17913 
AUMACR AUM/ACRE 12541 725 69581 §=.48416 = 00028) -, 151.38 
131 Tenant controls access 7.33663 010 70453 49637 01271. 17084 
NULEAS Number of leases 08963 766 72130 = 52027 02391. 28048 
V144 % Agency besbons ible for fence maintenance 494576 18! 072578 = 652478 =, 0049-08377 
5 State Government .09079 765 »72628 52746 233 
[4 Private rate determined fee (393 950 0/9287), SAAS “We95 3887) 

DS Formula Determined Fee 1.01291 320 075312 ,567? 00039 | .14674 
LEASEYR Lease duration _ 22998 634 76019 = 57789. 01089 -. 08459 
V133 Tenant controls wildlife 3.38347 .073 76814 == 5900301214), 12299 
NULFRR Lease duration X Ist right refusal 00969 922 7704 §=.59295 00292, 5094 
PDOLRT Percent $ retained _ 02113 «885 27519 =. 60092, «600796 = 0803} 
V130 Tenant controls hunting 6.14376 ae 80875 65408 =. 05317 “OSS 9 
D1 . Sealed bid determined fee 2.21432 144 81894 = .67065. 01657 -. 44078 
Dependent Variable: JES-($/AUM) /JES 


Number of Observations: 66 


Yes = for all dummy variables. 


TABLE 19 
COEFFICIENTS FOR EQUITY/EFFICIENCY REGRESSION: JES 


COEFFICIENTS AND CONFIDENCE INTERVALS. 


VARIABLE Key K S70 ERROR B T 95.0 FO? CONFIDENCE INTERVAL 
MACRES Mean Acres »2Z100037E-06 =. 24450239E-05 — , 90387998E-04 ~ATOAGANGE-05, SASSI TE-05 
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aD Zz Auction Determined Fee ~ALBSFS1GZE-O1 |, 26945051 ~. S1933354E-0] ~.2a774S 
“ea V1i75 Policy changes since 1970 (Yes-No) ~.B7357934E-02 — . 922095ZKE-01 -,94340893E-04 -. 195801 (id ’ 
eps VIAS Discount Given (Yes-No) ~ 45033899 SAITZBSTE-O1 4 6429881 ~ 44577501 + = i 
2.5 DS Negotiated Fee Determination ~, 10331529 «14750937 -, J0039579 ~, 40040190 ’ Oo 
oo V132 Tenant controls vehicular access 221752447 » 15536349 1. 4001014 ~ YOSEYERGE-O1, , 
-- ALIMACR AUM/ACRE ~.20915395E-O1 =. 731 79554E-01 -, 35412441 ~. 17329916 ’ 
3 VI31 Tenant controls access 209776503 @21h99782 2. 7084718 15048446 > 1.025054 
0 3 NULEAS Number of leases «26340712E-04 =, 87980992E-04 =, 29935094 ~.150973393E-03, — , 20345475E-03 
= Vi44 % Agency responsible for fence maintenance = -,20245477E-(2 — ; 14904151E-02 - 2 SI , Te ZEKOZDE-O2, IPERARSOE 13 
: State Government ASOYSS2IE-D1 =. 149846072 40132035 ~. 29692555 » ASA71719 
pe Private rate determined fee LLL33048E-01 © 17757117 AZEIbZA0E-O1 —, 34472314 >» 86900] 2% 
Db Formula Determined Fee -.17257271 17146978 -1,0064323 ~. 91814734 » 17300194 
LEASEYR Lease duration ~ 1OL229S1E-O1 =, 21208649E-01 479546318 ~.3Z418754E-01,  , S2644R 15-04 
V133 Tenant controls wildlife 48103009 » 26451158 1.3394213 ~ AGQ11S74E-01, 1.00807214 
NULFRR Lease duration X Ist right refusal © 1454024E-04 = 14773129E-03  . 92423605E-01 ~. 2E319266E-03,  . SL227310E-03 
PDOQLRT ‘Percent $ retained — »273930794E-01 18940521 «14535373 39419037, 40979188 
V130 Tenant controls hunting ~. 83213549 034917453 -2. 4824931 -1,.5074354 > ~. 15463540 
D1 Sealed bid determined fee -. 27532917 18502553  -1, 4220400 ~.£4822374 =, 97545387E-01 
CONSTANT 2 ORS98942 21120773 2.7621594 15772821 » 1.009056 


Dependent Variable: JES-( $/AUM)/JES 


Yes = 1 for all dummy variables 
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given; yes-no) and tenant control of hunting. According to these results, 
these variables, together with the other specified variables, "explain" 
67% of the variation in the dependent variable. This seems implausible: 
these variables cannot logically explain two-thirds of the variations in 
fee. A stepwise regression procedure was employed to try to gain a better 
understanding of interactions of independent variables. No understanding 
was obtained and the analysis fails. 

RPA - ($/AUM surveyed)/RPA was regressed on the set of independent 
variables. Results are summarized in Tables 20 and 21. The only signif- 
icant variable (95% level of confidence) is whether the agency observed 
is a state or other type of governmental agency. According to the model, 
the set of independent variables “explains” 35% of the variations in the 
dependent variable. A stepwise regression procedure was employed to try 
to clarify this analysis -- to no avail. This analysis fails. 

In conclusion, the regression analyses offer little understanding 
of the variations in fee. Forces-other than the forces included as var- 
iables in these analyses must impact grazing fees. Across such a widely 
varied sample of agencies, this conclusion is not surprising. Non-market 
forces, which are difficult to discern and measure, probably vary widely 
across the sample. These forces must affect fee more than the variables 


measured and included herein. 
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TABLE 20 
EQUITY/EFFICIENCY REGRESSION: RPA 


SUMMARY TABLE 


VARTABLE F 70 SIGNIFICANCE MULTIPLE R R SOUARE 
ENTERED  REMUVELI Key ENTER OR REMOVE 
MACRES Mean Acres 1.38419 24 O6604 04:36 
V4 Tenant controls “other" resources a7 Jobe ALG ROT 
L Local Government 3.57361 085 » 10347 M1075 
[2 Auction Determined Fee 17600 477 13571 OVRae 
Vi75 Policy changes since 1970 (Yes-No) 87249 255 (2a 57 b2 
VIA& Discount Given (Yes-No) 1.69377 in 49979 “15405 
15 Negotiated Fee Determination 1.86245 179 40571 16440 
Via? Tenant controls vehicular access SOS, 3S, O1E] 47237 
AUIMALR AUM/ACRE 3347) ath 41523 17242 
VE Bes | Tenant controls access OV 325 in AWS 17204 
NULEAS Number of leases ; 12548 725 42860 15370 
V144 % Agency responsible for fence maintenance Mirsre 782 Witty “1ea79 
oS State Government $0432 mor = hed 
iid Private rate determined fee 1.62098 mats eee 
is Formula Determined Fee 1, 335154 Jab martin 
|_EASEYR Lease duration ‘ 1, 20859 eal’ eens? 
V1 3% Tenant controls wildlife bees 488 39135 
Nil! FRR Lease duration X Ist right refusal “ATAd “EL rot i 
PDL Percent $ retained Rela] 083 33357 
Wig Tenant controls hunting Sieh 5 iota PAAR 
ij Sealed bid determined fee UTE 345 2433) 


Dependent Variable: RPA-($/AUM)/RPA 
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TABLE 21 
COEFFICIENTS FOR EQUITY/EFFICIENCY REGRESSION: RPA 


COEFFICIENTS AND CONF ILENE NT EAVALS, 


VART ABLE Key Ek Sil ERROR & ‘e Poe rl: DoF iDcele CASES 

eg MACRES Mean Acres - ae 

=o W134 Tenant controls “other” resources -, 258 326909 

oo Local Government : 

=e [iz Auction Determined Fee 

= V175 Policy changes since 1970 (Yes-No) 
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den 05 Negotiated Fee Determination 
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5) ALMGCR AUM/ACRE = 13576342 
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Dé Formula Determined Fee PHSS210 62275253 1.1753973 -.52j09973 
LEActYR, — Ueage aurahiong. AEMABSO7OEE-OL PASE BMSGE-O1 1, 0992590 ~ FiyP 20a AEA , 
Vi33 geet a ea atid ee! 82829112 SATII 7205514 “1.0833474 
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Dependent Variables: RPA-($/AUM)/RPA 


Yes = 1 for all dummy variables 


-fp- 


-44- 


SURVEY UPDATING PROCEDURES 


The questionnaire form used for the census of grazing fees has been 
evaluated with-regard to its effectiveness for updating the grazing census in 
future years. Factors considered in the evaluation include: (1) the use- 
fulness of the data generated by each question included in the census 
Survey form, (2) the extent to which each question on the form generated 
meaningful answers, (3) the degree of variability (or lack of it) among 
responses to a given question, and (4) the efficiency of the questions in 
eliciting desired responses. The focus of the evaluation was to minimize 
the time and effort required to collect sufficient information to update 
useful portions of the census. To this end, the form has been rewritten 
in places and shortened as much as was believed practicable. A combined 
telephone and mail Survey is suggested as a way to minimize overall survey 
costs and maintain the survey response rate. Forms are presented in Appendix K. 
Nature of the Update Survey 

A three-part survey technique is suggested in order to avoid costs and 
bad will engendered by repetitive survey. The initial telephone contact 
with each agency Sampled can inform the agency as to the nature of the 
survey and attempt to collect information Shown on page one of the attached 
form that is designated as “telephone form." Agency name, contact person 
name and address and phone number would be updated starting with information 
from the census of grazing to make the initial contacts. If possible, 
total grazing receipt and grazing fee charges would be ascertained by phone. 
Since this information is not always readily available, these questions 
will be repeated on the mail Portion of the survey. Page two of the phone 


Survey is essential; it assesses if there has been a change in policies or 
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procedures since the census. Specifically, question four elicits the informa- 
tion required in order to select the type of mail survey form(s) to send to 
the agency. 

Once the telephone survey is completed for an agency, that agency will 
be mailed a standardized form designated as the “short form" in the attach- 
ments. In addition to the short form that is mailed to all agencies in the 
sample, other survey forms will be mailed as indicated by the telephone 
survey answers to question four of the "telephone form." For example, if 
the telephone afi question four shows that the agency has changed its graz- 
ing census, then the additional form designated as "fee determination" would 
be mailed along with the “short form" to that agency. In like manner, if 
the telephone interview indicated that the agency had grazing policy changes 
with regard to "lease policy," “expenditures and receipts," or "range 
improvements," the attached survey forms with these titles would also be 
included in the mail survey. Thus, only survey forms which include questions 
that are relevant for the agency are presented to it. Since many agencies 
seldom change their grazing policies, this technique should greatly reduce 
the mailing of inappropriate forms and reduces the burden on the agencies to 
that of reading and filling out relevant forms. 

Timing of the Update Survey 

As mentioned above, the rate of change of grazing policies is not very 
rapid. One exception to this occurs when federal administrations change. 

Our suggestion then, is to replicate the survey update every four years. 
Since the first year of a new adn Stratton is a period of flux and change, 
and policies are in the formation stage, we recommend conducting the survey 
update during the second year after national elections. Even if the national 
administration is unchanged, a four year period is sufficient that new 


policies may exist at both the federal and state and local government levels. 
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OBSERVATIONS AND CONCLUSIONS 


Local, state, and federal agencies other than USDA Forest Service 
(FS) and USDI Bureau of Land Management lease grazing in the 16 western 
States. However, for most, grazing and grazing management is not a primary 
mission of the agencies. Grazing is generally an incidental program which 
generates some income, although some agencies are required to lease or 
permit grazing. The method that agencies use to determine grazing fees 
is also variable, although competitive bid and leasing rates on private 
rates are the most common methods. 

Bidding procedures and auctions most closely approximate a competitive 
free market and should determine a fair market price. Long periods 
between bids or auctions resulted in dated and possibly unsuitable fees. 
Short periods between bids or auctions resulted in high administrative 
costs in dollars and time. Fees determined by this method required little 
or no subjective judgments on the part of agency personnel and are less 
Subject to political pressures. 

Fees determined by boards are subject to political pressures and may 
require judgments on the part of agency personnel. Political pressures 
may result in inequities. The fees are relatively easy to administer and 
usually change from year to year. The fees tend to be equitable as the 
boards usually take into account the lessees ability to pay. 

Fees based on private rates require extensive surveying of the private 
sector and matching of surveyed private lands to public grazing lands. 
Surveying is expensive and time consuming. In addition, time spent assembling 


Survey data and matching private to public grazing lands dates the fees used. 
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In instances where this method is used, updating occurs every 3 to 5 years 
instead of annually. 

Fees determined by formula are consistent throughout an pea ape 
agency. The formulas have been set by boards or legislatures, and have 
been negotiated through a political process. Consideration is given to the 
fair return to the agency as well as what is fair to the lessees. Thus, 
equity considerations have been made specifically or implicitly in the 
political process of determining the formula. Most formulas are adjusted 
annually based on beef prices of the previous year. 

Negotiated fees are most useful when the leasing agency has special 
interests other than equity of fees and obtaining a fair grazing rate; e.g., 
wildlife agencies who want to maintain wildlife habitat. Negotiated fees 
are subject to political pressures, pressures of friendships between 
agency personnel and lessees, or other subjective judgments on the part of 
agency personnel. Negotiation is also commonly used when only one individual 
has access to a grazing area. 

Efforts to stabilize and protect the western livestock industry affect 
the degree of equity accomplished by any fee determination method. Stability 
requires the ability of stockmen to plan expenditures, including grazing 
fees, whereas efficiency requires the ability of the fee determination system 
to quickly adapt to changing conditions. Lease durationl/ and fee changes during 
the period of the lease do more to affect stability than the type of lease. 
Long leases with no changes of fees during the term of the lease increase 
stability, but may decrease efficiency and fairness. Short leases or 
leases with changes during the term of the lease decrease stability, but 


may potentially increase the degree of efficiency possible. 


1/)ifferences in lease duration are displayed in Table G9, Appendix G. 
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Varying market conditions combined with time lags between phases of pro- 
duction and receipts reduce the correlation between costs of Production 
and beef prices, and the ability of stockmen to pay for grazing. Costs 
of production and beef prices are only available for the past, and hence, 
agencies using these factors to determine fees have built a lag into the fee 
fluctuations. Agencies using formulas often use beef price information in 
those formulas. The cost of livestock production was rarely explicitly used 
in formulas.. A few agencies, such as the Arizona State Land Department, that 
use a modified version of the PRIA formula, used both costs of production and 
beef prices to determine the grazing fee. 

Determination of fair market value of public fearing is a difficult 
task. JES and RPA values were used as estimates of fair market value. 
Differences between the JES and RPA values and values determined in the 
Survey were shown ia Tables 13 and 14. In general, fees surveyed were 
less than values determined by JES and RPA. 

Range improvement policies and expenditures varied by the type of 
agency administering grazing. Table 22 Provides a comparison of fees 
between agencies which participate in range improvements by direct expendi- 
tures, agencies which provide incentive and means for ranchers to make 
Improvements by Providing rebates, and agencies onic leave improvements to 
ranchers or have no improvements. As might be expected, fees for agencies 
which have no range improvements or rebates were lower than fees for the other 


two categories. 
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Table 22. Range Improvement and Rebate Policies and Grazing Fees 


SSS 


Ne $/AUM 

Agencies with range improvement expenditures 119 $6.58 

Agencies with rebate policies 74 1157 
Agencies without range improvement expenditures or 

rebates 38 6.00 
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U some agencies have both rebates and range improvement expenditures. 
wept heciin eens eueeibaeban ee bobo! tot etl edelan ha oh! eabedadahlade ath awa rh llc Daly alte Acar ect 

Improvement maintenance was most commonly the responsibility of the 
rancher. In wildlife agencies, the maintenance was usually shared. 
Maintenance responsibility was shown in Tables 3, 5, 7, 9, and 11. 

Receipts for most agencies go to a general fund. Thus, use of receipts 
cannot be traced. Few agencies see a difference in their budget attributable 
to management of a grazing program. Giving agencies a percentage of grazing 
fees directly, without channeling monies through a general fund, might 
provide incentive to agencies for more equitable fee determinations and 
efficient grazing management. 

In most cases, range management for domestic livestock production and 
stabilizing the western range livestock industry are not specific objec- 
tives of local, state, and federal agencies surveyed. Objectives include 
income generation and management of the grazing areas by the lessee. In 
most cases attempts have been made to balance income generation with what is 


fair and acceptable to the lessees. The survey did not indicate that 


SeSOe 


State agencies were more concerned with social welfare criteria than 
economic efficiency in setting grazing fees. In many instances, considera- 
tion was given to ease of administration, since grazing was a minor program 


of the agencies. 
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GLOSSARY 


Animal Unit Month: Tenure of one animal unit (one mature 1,000 1b cow 
or the equivalent) on range for a period of one month. 


Free Market Value: In tables reporting regression analysis results, the 
free market value is the resonse to question II.4. (see Appendix C). 


“Fair market value" is also used in the text. In the text, pp. 9-10, 
the phrase fair market value means the value or price which would be 
found in a perfectly competitive market. 


SPSS: "Statistical Packages for Social Sciences" is a set of computer 
software useful in manipulating large data sets. 


Carrying Capacity: The maximum stocking rate possible without inducing 
damage to vegetation or related resources. 


AUM/Acre: Number of animal unit months divided by the number of acres of 
a lease; the number of animal units that an acre of range will support 
for one month. 
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APPENDIX A 


LIST OF AGENCIES LEASING GRAZING 


Sua 


TABLE Al 


List of Agencies Leasing Grazing 
FEDERAL 2/ 


U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Agricultural Research Service 


U.S. Department of Defense 
Air Force 
Army 
Army Corps of Engineers 
Marine Corps 
Navy 


U.S. Department of Interior 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
National Park Service 


U.S. Department of Transportation (Peacetime) 
Coast Guard 


STATE AGENCIES 


Arizona: State Land Department 
Game and Fish Department (administered by State Land Dept. ) 
Arizona Parks and Recreation (administered by State Land 
Department) 


California: State Lands Commission 
Department of Water Resources 
University of California 
Department of Parks and Recreation 
Department of Fish and Game 


Colorado: State Board of Land Commissioners 
Colorado Division of Wildlife 
State Forest Service (administered by State Land Board) 


= 


eee 


Vexcluding the U.S. Forest Service and Bureau of Land Management 
* Not interviewed because leasing less than 20 acres. 
** Not interviewed because contact could not be made. 
*** Hot interviewed because uncooperative. 


Idaho: 


Kansas: 


Montana: 
kee 


Nebraska: 


Nevada: 
New Mexico: 


~ North Dakota: 


wk 


Oklahoma: 


Oregon: _ 


South Dakota: 


kkk 


Utah: 


Washington: 


Wyoming:: 


By ie 


TABLE Al (Continued) 


Department of State Lands 
Fish and Game Department 
Department of Parks and Recreation 


Forestry, Fish and Game Commission 


Department of State Lands 

Department of Fish, Wildlife and Parks 
Department of Natural Resources and Conservation 
Department of Forestry 


Board of Educational Lands and Funds 

Game and Parks Commission 

University of Nebraska (administered by Board of 
Educational Lands and Funds) 


Nevada Division of State Parks 
Nevada Department of Wildlife 


New Mexico State Land Office 
Department of Fish and Game 


State Land Department 

State Game and Fish Department 
Parks and Recreation. Department 
Oklahoma Land Office 


Division of State Lands: 


‘Qregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Oregon Department of Forestry 


Department of School and Public Lands 
Wildlife, Parks and Forestry Department 


Department of Natural Resources and Energy 
Division of State Lands and Forestry 
Division of Wildlife Resources 
Division of Parks and Recreation 


Department of Natural Resources 
Department of Game 
State Parks & Recreation Commission 


Department of Public Lands and Farm Loans 
Game and Fish Department 
State Recreation Commission 


2560S 


TABLEA1 (Continued) 
LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 


California: *Alameda Co. Water District 
*Contra Costa Co. Water District 
East Bay Municipal Utility District 
East Bay Regional Parks Department 
Gavilan Water Conservation District 
Helix Water District 
Lake Hemet Municipal Water District 
Lindsay-Strathmore Irrigation District 
Los Angeles Water and Power Department 
Marin Co. Department of Parks and Recreation 
Mid-Peninsula Open Space District 
Merced Irrigation District 
Nevada Co. Water Agency 
**O0akley-Bethel Island Waste Water Management Authority 
Orange County Water District 
Ramona Municipal Water District 
San Francisco Water and Power Department 
South Sutter Water District 
***Terra Bella Irrigation District 
*Tuloumne California Water District #2 
Turlock Irrigation District 
Vandalia Irrigation District 
Vista Irrigation District 
**Westport County Water District 
Windsor.County Water District 
Yuba County Water District 


Colorado: Boulder Water Department 
City of Colorado Springs 
City of Fort Collins 
Denver Water Board 
Greeley Water Department 
Northern Colorado Water Conservation District 
Pueblo Water Department 


Idaho: Boise Project Board of Control 
Lewiston Orchards Irrigation District 


Nebraska: Central Platte N.R.D. 
City of Alliance 
City of North Platte 
City of Scottsbluff 
Lower Big Blue N.R.D. 
**Sargent Irrigation District 


Nevada: 


New Mexico: 


Oregon: 


South Dakota: 


Washington: 


Wyoming: 
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TABLE Al (Continued) 


Pershing County Water Conservation District 
Tuckee-Carson Irrigation District , 


Arch Hurley Conservation District 
Gallup Municipal Water System 
Roswell Municipal Water Supply 


City of Medford 
Westland Irrigation District 


Brookings Water Superintendent 
**Highmore Water Superintendent 
**Hosmer Water Superintendent 

***Howard Water Superintendent 
**Kadoka Water Superintendent 

Miller Superintendent 

**Platte Water Superintendent 
***Selby Water Superintendent 
**Winner Water Superintendent 


City of Bellevue 

City of Walla Walla 
Ellensburg Water Department 
Longview Water Department 
Seattle Water Department 


Deaver Irrigation District 
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TABLE A2 
Agricultural] Research Service (USDA ) Grazing Leases State 
l. Central Plains Experimental Range Colorado 
2. Southern Great Plains Field Station Oklahoma 
3. Jornada Experimental Range New Mexico 


Department of Transportation 


1. Coast Guard, 12th District California 


Installation 
Air Force 
1. Beale Air Force Base 
2. March Air Force Base 
3. Vandenberg Air Force Base 
4. Travis Air Force Base 
5. Davis Comm. Annex 
6. Lincoln Comm. Annex 
7. March Comm. Facil. Annex 
8. Lowry Air Force Base (Training Annex) 
9. Cannon Air Force Base (Melrose RN) 
10. Minot Air Force Base 
ll. Kegelman Air Force Aux. Field 
Army 
1. Navajo Ordinance Depot 
2. Hunter Liggett Military Reservation 
3. Fort Ord 
4. Camp Parks 
5. Riverbank Army Ammo Plant 
6. Camp Roberts 
7. Santa Rosa High Freq. Radio Station 
8. U.S. Army Depot Activity Pueblo 
9. Sunflower Army Ammo Plant 
10. Cornhusker Army Ammo Plant 
11. McAlester Army Ammo Depot 
12. Tooele Army Depot (and South Area) 
13. Fort Lewis 
14. Yakima Firing Range 
15. Fort William Henry Harrison 
16. Sheridan Army National Guard 
17. Lander National Guard Target Range 
18. Lovell National Guard Target Range 


Sie Nee 


TABLE A3 


Department of Defense Grazing Sites 


Corps of Engineers 


PWNMre 


Prado F.C. Basin 
Black Butte Lake 
Farmington Dam 
New Hogan Lake 


State 


California 
California 
California 
California 
California 
California 
California 
Colorado 

New Mexico 


North Dakota 


Oklahoma 


Arizona 
California 
California 
California 
California 
California 
California 
Colorado 
Kansas 
Nebraska 
Oklahoma 
Utah 
Washington 
Washington 
Montana 
Wyoming 
Wyoming 
Wyoming 


California 
California 
California 
California 


=e 0e— 


TABLE A3 
(Continued) 


Installation 


Corps of Engineers (Continued) 


Success Lake 

Terminus Dam (Lake Kaweah) 
Lucky Peak Dam 

Hillsdale Lake 

Kanopolis Lake 

Melvern Lake 

Milford Lake 

Perry Lake 

Pomona Lake 

Tuttle Creek Lake 

Council Grove Lake 
ETRACIty Lake 

Fall River Lake 

Marion Lake 

Toronto Lake 

Mathews Canyon Reservoir (BLM) 
Santa Rosa Lake 
Bowman-Haley Dam 

Garrison Dam/Lake Sakakawea 
Candy Lake 

Canton Lake 

Coran Lake 

Eufaula Lake 

Fort Gibson Lake 

Hugo Lake 

Hulah Lake 

Kaw Lake 

Keystone Lake 

Lake Texoma-Red River 
Oolagah Lake ; 
Robert S. Kerr Lock/Dam 
Skiatook Lake 

Tenkiller Ferry Lake 

W.D. Mayo Lake/Dam 
Webbers Falls Lack/Dam 7 
Wister Lake 

Green Peter Foster Lakes 
Big Bend Dam/Lake Sharpe 


Fort Randall Dam/Lake Francis Case 
Gavins Point Dam/Lewis-Clark Lake 


Oahe Dam and Lake 
Little Goose Lock and Dam 


° ° 


State 


California 
California 
Idaho 
Kansas 
Kansas 
Kansas 
Kansas 
Kansas 
Kansas 
Kansas 
Kansas 
Kansas 
Kansas 
Kansas 
Kansas 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
North Dakota 


- North Dakota 


Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 

Ok] ahoma 
Oklahoma 

Ok] ahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
South Dakota 
South Dakota 
South Dakota 
Washington 


eo 
mw 
< 
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TABLE A3 
(Continued) 


Installation 


China Lake Naval Weapons Center (BLM) 
Camp Pendleton (Marine Corps) 

Concord Weapons Station 

Fallbrook Weapons Station 

Naval Shipyard Mare Island 

Naval Oi] Shale Reserve (BLM) 
Boardman Bombing Range 

Manchester Fuel Depot 

Whidbey Island Naval Air Station 


State 


California 
California 
California 
California 
California 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Washington 
Washington 


WO OND M&W PY 
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TABLE A4 


Bureau of Indian Affairs Grazing Sites 


Central California Agency 

Horton Agency 

Fort Hall Indian Reservation 

Northern Cheyenne Indian Reservation - 
Fort Peck Indian Reservation 

Fort Belknap Indian Reservation 

Rocky Boys Indian Reservation 


’ Flathead Indian Reservation 


Crow Indian Reservation 
Blackfeet Indian Reservation (Browning) 
Fort McDermitt Indian Reservation 
Goshute Indian Reservation 

Pine Nut Indian Reservation 
Pyramid Lake Indian Reservation 
Summit Lake Indian Reservation 
Navajo Indian Reservation 

Fort Berthold Indian Reservation 
Fort Totten Indian Reservation 
Turtle Mountain Indian Reservation 
Anadarko Agency 

Ardmore Agency 

Concho Agency 

Miami Agency 

Okmulgee Agency 

Osage Agency 

Pawnee Agency 

Shawnee Agency 

Tahlequah Agency 

Talahena Agency 

Wewoka Agency 

Umatilla Indian Reservation 
Standing Rock Indian Reservation 
Cheyenne River Indian Reservation 
Rosebud Indian Reservation 

Pine Ridge Indian Reservation 
Crow Creek Indian Reservation 
Lower Brule Indian Reservation 
Yakima Indian Reservation 
Colville Indian Reservation 

Wind River Indian Reservation 


State 


California 


Kansas 
Idaho 
Montana 
Montana 
Montana 
Montana 
Montana 
Montana 
Montana 


Nevada/Oregon 
Nevada/Utah 


Nevada 
Nevada 
Nevada 


New Mexico 

North Dakota 
North Dakota 
North Dakota 


Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Ok] ahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 


South Dakota 
South Dakota 
South Dakota 
South Dakota 
South Dakota 
South Dakota 


Washington 
Washington 
Wyoming 


WONDM PW PE 
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TABLE A5 


Bureau of Reclamation Grazing Sites 


Progect. Of Unde 


Gila 

Salt River 

Yuma 

Willows 

Folsom 

Auburn 

Napa 

Tracy 

Fresno 

Pine River 
Narrows Unit - PSMBP 
Boise 

Mann Creek 
Minidoka 

Canyon Ferry 

Crow Creek 

East Bench 

Helena Valley 
Huntley 

Intake 

Lower Mariae 
Lower Yellowstone 
Milk River 
Sun River 

Hammond 

Carlsbad 

Fort Summer 
Tucumcari 

Buford - Trenton 
Dickinson 
Garrison Diversion 
Heart Butte 
Mountain Park 
Baker 

Owyhoe 

Rogue River 
Umatilla 

Vale 

Klamath 


State 


Arizona 
Arizona 


Arizona/California 


Califronia 
California 
California 
California 
California 
California 
Colorado 
Colorado 
Idaho 
Idaho 
Idaho 
Montana 
Montana 
Montana 
Montana 
Montana 
Montana 
Montana 
Montana 
Montana 
Montana 
New Mexico 
New Mexico 
New Mexico 
New Mexico 


North Dakota 
North Dakota 
North Dakota 
North Dakota 


Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Oregon 
Oregon 
Oregon 
Oregon 
Oregon 
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TABLE AS 


(Continued) 


Project or Unit 


Angostura 

Belle Fourche 

Oahe 

Shadehil] 

Central Utah 

Flaming Gorge Unit, Colo. River Storage 
Project : 

Weber River 

Provo River 

Columbia Basin 

Okanogan 

Yakima 

Eden 

Seedskadee 

Boysen 

Hanover Bluff 

Keyhole 

Riverton 

Shoshone 


State 


South Dakota 
South Dakota 
South Dakota 
South Dakota 
Utah 


Utah/Wy.oming 
Utah 


Utah 
Washington 
Washington 
Washington 
Wyoming 
Wyoming 
Wyoming 
Wyoming 
Wyoming 
Wyoming 
Wyoming 


WONDO PWM H 
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TABLE A6 


U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service Grazing Sites 


Kofa Game Range 

Kern National Wildlife Refuge 

Hopper Mountain National Wildlife Refuge 
Pixley National Wildlife Refuge 

Delevan National Wildlife Refuge 
Kesterson National Wildlife Refuge 

Modoc National Wildlife Refuge 

Clear Lake National Wildlife Refuge 


Alamosa & Monte Vista National Wildlife Refuges 


Browns Park National Wildlife Refuge 
Arapaho National Wildlife Refuge 

Bear Lake National Wildlife Refuge 
Minidoka National Wildlife Refuge 

Grays Lake National Wildlife Refuge 
Camas Lake National Wildlife Refuge 
Kootenai National Wildlife Refuge 
Quivira National Wildlife Refuge 

Charles M. Russell National Wildlife Refuge 
Red Rock Lakes National Wildlife Refuge 
Medicine Lake National Wildlife Refuge 
Benton Lake National Wildlife Refuge 
Bowdoin Lake (Black Coulee & Credman Coulee) 
Crescent Lake National Wildlife Refuge 
Fort Niobrara National Wildlife Refuge 
Valentine National Wildlfie Refuge 
Rainwater Basin Wetland Mgt. District 
Charles Sheldon Antelope Range 
Stillwater National Wildlife Refuge 
Pahranagat National Wildlife Refuge 

Ruby Lake National Wildlife Refuge 

Las Vegas National Wildlife Refuge 
Arrowwood National Wildlife Refuge 

Upper Souris National Wildlife Refuge 

J. Clark Sayler National Wildlife Refuge 
Lostwood National Wildlife Refuge 
Audubon National Wildlife Refuge 

Des Lacs National Wildlife Refuge 

Kulm Waterfowl Management District 

Salt Plains National Wildlife Refuge 
Klamath Forest National Wildlife Refuge 
Malheur National Wildlife Refuge 

Hart Mountain National Wildlife Refuge 
Umatilla National Wildlife Refuge 
William L. Finley National Wildlife Refuge 
Upper Klamath National Wildlife Refuge 
Lower Klamath National Wildlife Refuge 


State 


Arizona 


Califo 
Califo 
Califo 
Califo 
Califo 
Califo 


rnia 
rnia 
rnia 
rnia 
rnia 
rnia 


California 
Colorado 
Colorado 


Colora 
Idaho 
Idaho 
Idaho 
Idaho 
Idaho 
Idaho 


do 


Montana 


Montan 


a 


Montana 


Montan 
Montan 
Nebras 
Nebras 
Nebras 


Nevada 
Nevada 
Nevada 
Nevada 
New Me 
North 
North 
North 
North 
North 
North 
North 


a 
a 

ka 
ka 
ka 


MPCO 

Dakota 
Dakota 
Dakota 
Dakota 
Dakota 
Dakota 
Dakota 


Oklahoma 


Oregon 
Oregon 
Oregon 
Oregon 
Oregon 
Oregon 
Oregon 


/California 
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TABLE A6 


(Continued) 


Lacreek National Wildlife Refuge 

Sand Lake National Wildlife Refuge 
Waubay National Wildlife Refuge 

Lake Nades National Wildlife Refuge 
Madison Waterfowl Management District 
Columbian White-tailed Deer 

Willapa National Wildlife Refuge 
Ridgefield National Wildlife Refuge 
Columbia National Wildlife Refuge 
Turnbull National Wildlife Refuge 


State 


South Dakota 
South Dakota 
South Dakota 
South Dakota 
South Dakota 
Washington 
Washington 
Washington 
Washington 
Washington 
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TABLE A7 


National Park Service Grazing Sites 


Grand Canyon National Park 
Glen Canyon National Recreation Area 
Pt. Reyes National Seashore 


Black Canyon of the Gunnison National Monument 


Curecanti National Recreation Area 
Dinosaur National Monument 

Florissant Fossil Beds National Monument 
Nez Perce (NHP) 

Bighorn Canyon National Recreation Area 
Grant-Kohrs Ranch National Historic Site 
Lake Mead National Recreation Area 

John Day Fossil Beds 

Coulee Dam National Recreation Area 
Whitman Mission National Historic Site 
Fossil Butte National Monument 

Grand Teton National Park 

John D. Rockefeller, Jr., Memorial Parkway 
Capitol Reef National Monument 


State 


Arizona 
Arizona/Utah 
California 
Colorado 
Colorado 
Colorado/Utah 
Colorado 
Idaho 

Montana 
Montana 
Nevada/Arizona 
Oregon 
Washington 
Washington 
Wyoming 
Wyoming 


Wyoming 
Utah 


Ad Shi 


APPENDIX B 
GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
SECTION I 
STATE AND LOCAL AGENCIES 


Agency/Region/ Acres No. 
Project State Grazed AUH's 

State Land AZ §&,775,023 1,269,840 1,565 
Department 

State Land CA 92,877 3,300 19 


Comnission 


Department of CA 
Water Resources 


8,926 No Record 21 


University of CA 
California 


2,000 463 3 


Department of CA 26,822 No Record lo 
Parks and 
Recreation 

Department of CA 


Fish and Game fa -gotarespend 


Colorado State CO 2,724,698 No Record 3,000 
Land Comnission 

Colorado Vivision CO 50.000 2,500 12 
of Wildlife 

Department of ID 2,090,000 274,000 1,600 


State Lands 


Leases Lessees 


1,450 


19 


19 


No 
Record 


2,750 


12 


1,200 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 


STATE AGENCIES 


Fre- 
quency 
of fee 

Fee Adjust- 
Determi- ment 
nation (Yrs.) 
Formula 1 
Bids, 5 
Private 
Rates, 
BLM-USFS 
Negotiated, 1 
Bids, 
Private 
Rates 
Private 3 
Rates 
Private Varia- 
Rates ble 
Bids 1-3 
Set by 3 
Board 
Bids ] 
Bids, ] 
Board Set 


Other 
Factors 
Consi- 
dered 


Yes 


No 


No 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


Typical 
Fee 
and 

Basis 


1.43/AUM 10 


1.70/AUM 10 


No Record 5 


10.76/AC 
15.00/Acre 
8.00/AUM 3 
3.00/AUM ] 
2 
5 
10 
1-3 
3.00/AUM 10 


8 .00/AUM 1 


4.25/AUM 10 


. Term 
Lease Varia- Other 


$ Term ble Rights 


Yes 


No 


No 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


No 


No 


Lessee 


No 


No 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


No 


No 


Opera- 


tion 


Costs 


$ 


200,000 


10,000 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


Range’ Policy 
Total Improve- Changes 
Grazing ment Since 
Income  Expen- 1972 
diture (Yes/No) 
1,482 ,822 No Yes 
Record 
10,300 0 No 
42,710 0 Yes 
3,704 No No 
Record 
156,319 No Yes 
Record 
Responding 0 No 
No 60,000 Yes 
Record 
20,000 20,000 Yes 
893,983 89,400 Yes 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
STATE AGENCIES 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: Determined By: 

State Agency/Reqion/Project Yes No Amount % % $ Yes No- Amount A B C OD gency Rancher Both Agency Rancher Both 
AZ State Land Department X 100 No Record X X X X 
CA State Lands Commission X 100 None X x x X 
CA Department of Water X 100 None X No ; X X X 

Resources } Record 
CA University of California xX 3,704 100 No Record X No X Xx X 

; Record 

CA Department of Parks -No Record- 100 No Record X No X X X 

and Recreation Record 
CA Department of Fish X No 100 None X X X X 

and Game Record 
co Colorado State Land xX 100 40,000 X x X X 

Commission 
co Colorado Division of X 20,000 Shared but 20,000 xX X X X 

’ Wildlife no record 

ID Department of State X 89,398 100 89,400 X No X X X 

Lands Record 


ng 
*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


- Cite 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
STATE AGENCIES 


Fre- 
quency Typical Range Policy 
of fee Other Fee Opera- Total Improve- Changes 
Fee Adjust- Factors and ‘Term Lessee tion Grazing ment Since 
Agency/Region/ Acres No. Determi- ment Consi- Basis Lease Varia- Other Costs Income  Expen- 1972 
Project §§§ State Grazed AUH's Leases Lessees nation (Yrs.) dered _ $ Term ble Rights $ $ diture (Yes/No) 
Idaho Fish & wane ID 4,800 3,470 9 9 Bids, 1 Yes 8.50/AUM 1 No No 17,500 14,640 None No 
Department Negotiated, 2.50/AUM 
BLM-USFS BLIM-USFS % 
rate 
Idaho Department ID 9,460 No Record 9 9 Bids, 2 No 5.00/AUM 3 or Yes No No 49,856 No Yes 
of Parks & Board Set 10 Record Record 
Recreation : / 
1 
Fish & Gawe KS 8,092 3,608 6 6 Bids ] Yes 10.21/AUM 3 Yes No No 105,808 21,506 No 
Commission Record 
Department of MT --No Information -- Bids, ] Yes 11.00/AUM --No Information-- No No 0 No 
Fish, Wilalife é Negotiated Record Record 
and Parks 
Departinent of HT 4,090,430 No Record 6,000 No Bids with 1 Yes  3.47/AUM 10 No Yes 122,000 4,587,131 41,141 Yes 
State Lanus Record Formula 
Division of MT 181,676 14,930 325 No Bids with 1 Yes  3.47/AUM 10 No Yes No 58,626 0 Yes 
Forestry Record Formula Record 
Board of Educa- iE 1,235,346 No Record 884 No Board Set ] Yes 14.00/AUM 5 to Yes Yes 1,400,000 No No Yes 
tional Lands Record 12 Record Record 
and Funds 
Gane and Parks NE 1,003 495 3 3 Negotiated ] Yes  6.45/AUM 1 No No No 2,731 None No 
Commission Record 
Nevada Division NV 94] 1,686 3 3. Bids 4 to Yes  5.30/AUM 4 to Yes No No 15,255 =1-,584 No 
of State Parks ) s) Record 


i ; 
Indicates payments for future years and value of services. 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 


_—_ 


STATE AGENCIES 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures. Improvement 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate 
State Agency/Region/Project VeS SNOMANOUNE : Cae ales koe mee. Soe oe Yes" No Amount 
ID Idaho Fish and Game X 14,640 75 25 None xX 
ID Idaho Department of X 49,856 100 No Record X 
Parks and Recreation 
KS Fish and Game X Shared, 0 X As spe- 
Commission No Record cified in 
leases 
MT Department of Fish, X 25 75 0 X 
Wildlife and Parks 
MT Department of State X 9,641 100 41,141 X 
° Lands 
MT Division of Forestry X 100 0 X 
NE Board of Educational = X 1,400,000 100 o Xx No 
Lands and Funds Record 
NE Game and Parks X 2,731 100 None X 
Commission 
NV Nevada Division of X 100 792 X No 
State Parks Record 


*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Length of Use 


Determined By: 
Agency Rancher Both 


Season of Use 
Determined By: 


gency Rancher Both 


Tenure Rights* 
A B ¢ OD 


Xa x X X 
X X X 
X X X 
X X X X : 
NS 
ine) 
X X X ! 
X X X 
X X X 
X X X 
X X X 


Agency/Region/ 

Project State 

Nevada Depart- NV 
ment of 
Wildlife 


New Hexico 
State Land 
Office 


Vepartnent of NM 
Game & Fish 


State Land ND 
Department 


State wame & _ WD 
Fish Depart- 
ment 


Oklahoma Land OK 
Office 


Division of OR 
State Lands 


Department of OR 
Fish & Wild- 
life 


State Depart- OR 
ment of 
Forestry 


Acres 
Grazed 


91,045 


NM 10,962,097 


60,000 


705,000 


13,450 


625,000 


607,916 


79,921 


4,202 


No. 


AUHM's Leases Lessees 


4,816 


No Record 


No Record 


No Record 


1,470 


650,000 


56,095 


21,875 


93 


3 


5,439 


24 


2,400 


60 


300 


258 


10 


5,489 


No 
Record 
1,600 


60 


700 


256 


nation 


GRAZING LEA” 


Fee 
Determi- 


Bid, 
BLM-USFS 


Bids, 
Formula 


Bids 


Auction 
(Bids) 


Private 
rates, 
Negotiated 


Formula 


Board Set, 
BLM-USFS 


Private 
rates, 
Formula 


Private 
rates, 
BLM-USFS 


STATE 


Fre- 
quency 
of fee 
Adjust- 

ment 


1 


10 


‘FORMATION 


cs 


Other 
Factors 
Consi- 


(Yrs.) dered $ 


Yes 


No 


No 


Yes 


No 


Typical 
Fee 
and 

Basis 


4.00/AUM 


1.60/AUM 


5.00/AUM 


No Record 


7.00/AUM 
5.00/Acre 


5.70/AUM 
2.50/AUM 


2.30/AUM 
5.84/AUM 


2.25/AUM 


‘Term 
Lease Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


| 


J 


5 


10 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


Opera- 

Lessee tion 

Costs 
No 5,000 

Yes No 
Record 

No No 
Record 

Yes No 
Record 

No No 
Record 

_ Yes No 
Record 
No 141,310 

No No 
Record 

No No 
Record 


Total 
Grazing 
Income 


11,600 


3,013,660 


No 
Record 


1,000,000 


22,817 


3,700,705 175,000 


193,284 


127,907 


209.25 


Range Policy 
Improve- Changes 
ment Since 
Expen- 1972 

$ diture (Yes/No) 
0 Yes 
No Yes 
Record 
No No 
Record 
None Yes 
None No 
Yes 
plus 
No Yes 
Record 
25,000 Yes 
No No 
Record 


SheL e 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
STATE AGENCIES 


Maintenance Agency 


Expenditures Improvement Length of Use 
gency Rancher Expenditures 


Determined By: 


Season of Use 


Determined By: 
Agency Rancher Both 


Grazing Fees 


Retained Rebate Tenure Rights* 


Forestry 


*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 


State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount % Yes No Amount A BC OD Agency Rancher Both 
NV Nevada Department X 11,600 100 0 X No XX X X 
of Wildlife Record 
NM New Mexico State x 602,732 100 0 ‘au YX x X 
Land Office (202%) - 
NM Department of Game X No 100 No Record X No X X X 
and Fish Record Record 
ND State Land Department X 100 None X X X 
OK Oklahoma Land Office X 20-30% 100 175,000 X X X X 
Up to 
45% 
OR Division of State X 100 No Record X No X 
Lands Record 
OR Department of Fish X 25 75 25,000 X X X X 
and Wildlife 
OR State Department of X 33.75% 100 No Record Xx X X X 


-L0 (n= 


B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Agency/Region/ 
Project 


Vepartment of 
Schools and 
Public Lands 


Division of 
State Lands & 
Forestry 


Division of Wild- 
life Resources 


Division of Parks 
& Recreation 


Department of 
Natural 
Resources 


Department of 
Gane 


State Parks & 
Recreation 
Commission 


Departnent of 
Public Lands & 
Farm Loans 


State 


UT 


UT 


UT 


WA 


\ 


— 


A 


WA 


WY 


Acres 


Grazed 


845,305 


2,814,726 


140,174 


110,553 


885 ,638 


163,715 


3,614,837 


No. 
AUM's 


331,779 


153,000 


No Record 


No Record 


No Record 


13,049 


751 


931,779 


3,082 


2,500 


37 


25 


1,815 


75 


24 


3,899 


Leases Lessees 


1,596 


2,342 


4] 


25 


No 
Record 


75 


14 


2,933 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 


STATE AGENCIES 


Fre- 
quency 
of fee Other 
Fee Adjust- Factors 
Determi- ment Consi- 
nation (Yrs.) dered 
Bids with ] No 
Forinula 
Board ] No 
Set 
Bids, ] Yes 
Formula 
Bids, 5 Yes 
Negotiated 
Bids, ] Yes 
Negotiations 
Formula 
Formula 1 No 
(DNR), 
Private 
rates, 
Auction 
Bids, 5 No 
Private 
rates 
Formula 2 Yes 


Typical 


Fee 
and 
Basis 


$ 
.23/Ac 


.36/AUM 


-447 AUM 


.25/AUM 


.37/AUM 


.25/AUM 


.15/AUM 


.65/AUM 


Term 


Lessee 


Lease’ Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


5 


10 


10 


Yes 


Yes 


No 


No 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


No 


No 


No 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


Be kee 


212,956 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


84,323 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


Total 
Grazing 
Income 


1,384 ,672 


412,610 


37,805 


12,752 


337,294 


48,968 


2,010 


Range’ Policy 
Improve- Changes 
ment Since 
Expen- 1972 
diture (Yes/No) 
4,500 Yes 
85,000 Yes 

+ 
Coope- 
ration 
71,850 No 
0 Yes 
30,000 Yes 
No 


None Yes 


1,537,435 701,562 ~—No 


a 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
STATE AGENCIES 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: Determined By: 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount % % $ Yes No Amount AB C OD Agency Rancher Both Agency Rancher both 


SD Department of Schools X 100 0 X X X X 
and Public Lands 


UT Division of State X 412,610 100 85 ,000 X X X X 
Lands and Forestry 


s 


UT Division of Wildlife X 95 5 71,850 X X X X 
Resources 

UT Division of Parks X 100 None X X X yeu 
and Recreation a) 

Le 9) 

WA Department of Natural xX 84,323 100 30,000 X Xeaex X X : 
Resources 

WA Department of Game X 12,242 100 None X X- X X X 

WA State Parks and x 100 None X xX X X 


Recreation Commission 


WY Department of Public X 100 7,782 X No X X cal eh 
Lands & Farm Loans Record , 


*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


GRAZING LE’’ = “NFORMATION 


STAT’ ‘TES 
Fre- 
quency Typical Range’ Policy 
of fee Other . Fee Opera- Total Improve- Changes 
Fee Adjust- Factors and ' Term Lessee tion Grazing ment Since 
Agency/Region/ Acres No. Determi- ment Consi- Basis Lease Varia- Other Costs Income  Expen- 1972 
Project State Grazed . AUM's Leases Lessees nation (Yrs.) dered $ Term ble Rights $ $ diture (Yes/No) 
Game & Fish WY 54,347 7,389 7 17 ‘Bids, 3 to No 11.00/AUM 1 to Yes No No 70,868 No No 
Department : Negot ia- 5 3.00/AUM! 5 Record Record 
tions 
State Recrea- WY 30,839 7,499 5] 46 Board 3 No 1.65/AUM 2 or Yes No No 25373 No Yes 
tion Com- Set 5 Record Record 


mission 


= y= 


'Trailing 


GRAZING LEASE INFORNATION 


STATE AGENCIES 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees _Expenditures Improvement 
Retained Agency Rancher Expenditures Rebate 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount 3 % Yes No 
WY Game and Fish X 70,868 65 35 No Record X 
UVepartment 
uy State Recreation x 100 None X 
Commission ; 


ee ee we ee 
*For Tenure Kights: A - Present tenant has all rights 


B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 


C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Season of Use Length of Use 
Tenure Rights* Determined By: Determined By: 
ount A B C D_ Agency Rancher Both Agency Rancher Both 
X X X 
X X X 


RL 


Agency/Regiun/ 
Project 


East Bay Muni- 
cipal Utility 
District 


East Bay Regio- 
nal Parks 
District 


Galivan Water 
Conservation 
District 


Helix Water 
District 


Lake Hemet Muni- 
cipal Water 
District 


Lindsay-Strath- 


more Irrigation 


District 


Los Angeles 
Water & Power 
Department 


Marin County 


‘Dept. of Parks 
& Recreation 


1 
Estimated 


State 


CA 


CA 


CA 


CA 


CA 


CA 


Acres 


Grazed 


27,561 


30,151 


200 


1,100 


800 


900 


240,000 


1,500 


No. 
AU's 


27,894 


16,325 


No Record 


No Record 


1 
450 


No Record 


45,000 


No Record 


40 


20: 


10 


55 


Leases LeSsees 


40 


25 


35-40 


GRAZING LE*” ~ 


LOCAL 
Fre- 

quency 

of fee 

Fee Adjust- 
Determi- ment 

nation 

Formula 1 


Board Set, 1 
Formula 


Negotiated N/A 


Sealed 1-2 
bid, 

Private 

rates 


Sealed 5 
Bid 


Sealed 5 
Bid, 
Auction 


Formula, 1 
Private 
rates 


Private 1 
rates 


™NFORMATION 
WMENTS 


Other 


Factors 
Consi- 


(Yrs.) dered $ 


No 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


Typical 
Fee 
and 

Basis 


14.98/AUM 


11 .90/AUM 


1.00/Ac 


7 .56/ Ac 
10.00/Ac 


8.33/AUM 


25.00/Acre 


3.90/AUM 


11.00/Ac 


Term 


Lessee 


Lease Varia- Other 


Term  _ble_ Rights 


5 


— 


1 


1 


No 


Yes 


No 


No 


No 


No 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


No 


No 


No 


No 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


Range’ Policy 
Total Improve- Changes 
Grazing ment Since 
Income Expen- 1972 
$ diture (Yes/No) 
402,510 40,251 Yes 
187,500 28,500 Yes 
200 0 No 
10,000 0 Yes 
9,920 300 Yes 
‘ 
~I 
Ve) 
22,900 0. “Yes | 
650,000 65,000 Yes 
No No No 


Record Record 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 
Retained Agency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: Determined By: 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount 4 % $ Yes No Amount A B C OD Agency Rancher Both Agency Rancher Both 
CA East Bay Municipal X 402,510 100 40,25] X No X X X 
Utility District Record 
CA East Bay Regional X 184,200 100 24,000 X X X X 
Parks District 
CA Galivan Water Conser- X 200 100 0 X X X X 
vation District 
CA Helix Water District X 10,000 Shared, but 0 X 100% X X X 
No Record 
CA Lake Hemet Municipal X 9,920 100 300 X X X X 
Water District 
CA Lindsay-Strathmore X 22,900 100 0 X x X x 
Irrigation District 
CA Los Angeles Water & X 650,000 10 90 65,000 X X X X 
Power Department 
CA Marin County Dept. of xX No 10 90 No Record X X X X 


Parks and Recreation Record 


*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


= 700 a= 


Agency/Region/ 
Project 


Mid-Peninsula 
Open Space 
District 


Merced Irri- 
gation 
District 


Nevada County 


Irrigation 
District 


Orange County 
Water District 


Ramona Municipal 
Water District 


San Francisco 
Water & Power 


South Sutter 
Water District 


Turlock Irri- 
gation District 


Vandalia Irri- 
gation District 


l 
Estimated 


2 
Set by concessionaire 


State 


CA 


CA 


CA 


CA 


CA 


CA 


CA 


CA 


Acres 
Grazed 


500 


1,300 


2,200 


500 


152 


No 


No 


No 


No 


h 


= 


0 


No 


No. 

AUH's 

1 
600 3 
Record 5 
300 . 2 
3,600 ] 
Record ] 
Record 28 
Record ] 
Record 7-8 
Record ] 


who has a 50 year lease. 


é 


Leases Le.ssees 


3 


8 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 


Fee 
Determi- 


nation 


Negptiated 3 


Fornula 


Bids 
Unknown 
Bids & 


Formula 


2 
Unknown 


Negotiated 1 


Board Set 


Fre- 
quency 
of fee Other 
Adjust- Factors 
ment Consi- 


Typical 
Fee 
and 

Basis 


(Yrs.) dered $ 


5 No 


Yes 
1 Yes 
] No 


Unknown Unknown 
3 No 
Unknown Unknown 


Yes 


10 Yes 


5.00/Ac 


2.45/AUM 


No 
Record 
Unknown 
17.00/Acre 
Unknown 


4.00/Acre 


18.09/Acre 


Term 


Lessee 


Lease Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


3 No 
1 No 
5 Yes 
5 No 
3-5 Yes 
50 Unknown 
] No 
Un- Unknown 
known 


No 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


No 


_ Yes 


No 


Yes 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 
$ 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


100,000 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


Total 
Grazing 
Income 


4,925 


740 


9,000 


5,000 


680,000 


5,000 


2,000 


2,750 


Range Policy 
Improve- Changes 
ment Since 
Expen- 1972 
diture (Yes/No) 

0 No 
None No 
None Yes 
None Yes 
None Yes 
No Yes 

Record 

None No 
None No 
None Unknown 


“TD = 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* 

State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount 7 % $ Yes No Amount A B C OD 

CA Mid-Peninsula Open X 10. 90 0 X X 
Space District 

CA Merced Irrigation X 4,925 100 0 X No Xe 
District 5 Record 

CA Nevada County X 740 None None None X X 
Irrigation District 

CA Orange County Water xX 9,000 100 None X X peeX 
District 

CA Ramona Municipal X 100% 100 None X X 
Water District 

CA San Francisco: Water X No 100 No Record X No xX X 
and Power Record Record 

CA South Sutter Water X 5,000 100 None X X 
District 

re 

CA Turlock Irrigation X 2,000 100 None X X 
District 

CA Vandalia Irrigation X 2,750 100 None --No Record-- X 
District 


*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has al) rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Length of Use 
Determined By: 
Agency Rancher Both 


Season of Use 


Determined By: 
gency Rancher Both 


Agency/Region/ 
Project 


Vista Irriga- 
tion District 


Windsor Co. 
Water District 


Yuba County 
Water District 


Boulder Water 
Department 


City of Colo- 
rado Springs 


Cities of Fort 
Collins & 
Greeley 
(administered 
jointly) 


Denver Water 
Department 


oO 


Northern Colo. 
Water Cons. 
District 


State 


CA 


CA 


CA 


co 


co 


co 


co 


co 


1Probably not grazing 


2Includes hay land 


3Includes hay 


Acres 


Grazed 


37,000 


180 


100 


5,730 


407 


325 


7,625 


1,488 


No. 


AUM's Leases Lessees 


24,000 


No Record 


No Record 


1,450 


No Record 


No Record 


No Record 


No Record 


1 


15 


13 


1 


15 


13 


GRAZING LES’ NFORMATION 
LOCAL ’ MENTS 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee . Other Fee 
Fee Adjust- Factors and 
Determi- ment Consi- Basis 
nation (Yrs.) dered $ 
Negotiated 5 Yes 4.00/AUM 5 
Negotiated 1 Yes Variable 3 
Board Set 3 No 5.86/Ac Un- 
180/Ac! known 
Bids 1 Yes 7.00/AUM 3 
Bids 3 No 8,050/ 3 
Lease 
Negotiated 1 Yes 3.75/Ac 1 
Bids, 2 Yes .95/Ac 1 to 
Private 5 
rates, 
Negotiated 
Bids 1 Yes 22,000 for 3 


ranch 


Term 
Lease Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


No 


No 


Un- 


known 


Yes 


No 


No 


Yes 


No 


Lessee 


Yes 


No 


Un- 


known 


No 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


0 


No. 
Record 


No 
Record 


Total 
Grazing 
Income 


$ 


60,000 


0 


1,425 


17,500 


8,0502 


1,220 


22,0003 


None Yes 


None No 
None No 
3,000 No 
3,500 No 


Range’ Policy 
Improve- Changes 
ment Since 
Expen- 1972 
diture (Yes/No) 
None No 
Yes No 

No Record 
None Un- 
known 


st hs a 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 


LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use 
Retained Agency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: 
State Agency/Reqion/Project Yes No Amount % % $ Yes No Amount A B C OD Agency Rancher Both 
CA Vista Irrigation X - 60,000 100 : None X X X 
District 
CA Windsor Co. Water X 0 100 0 X X X 
District 
CA Yuba County Water X 1,425 100 None X X X 
District 
co Boulder Water X 100 None X X X 
Department 
co City of Colorado X. 100 None X X X 
Springs 
co Cities of Fort X 1,220 100 None X X X 
Collins and Greeley : 
(Administered jointly) £ 
co Denver Water X 100% 25 75 2,750 X X X 
° Department : 
co Northern Colorado X 22,000 100 2,250 X X X 


Water Cons. District 


*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Length of Use 
Determined By: 


Agency Rancher both 


X 
X 
X 
x 
X 
: 
X 
X 


ace Asie 


GRAZING |" pment 
LOCF RNMENT 


Fre- 
quency Typical Range’ Policy 
of fee Other Fee Opera- Total Improve- Changes 
Fee Adjust- Factors and ‘Term Lessee tion Grazing ment Since 
Agency/Region/ Acres No. Determi- ment Consi- Basis Lease Varia- Other Costs Income _—_ Expen- 1972 
Project State Grazed AUM's Leases Lessees nation (Yrs.) dered $ Term. _ble_ Rights $ $ diture (Yes/No) 
Pueblo Water co 1,132 No Record 1 1 ‘Bids 5 Yes 1.00/Ac 5 No Yes No 1,130 5,000 No 
Department P : Record 
Boise Project ID 100 No Record 9 9 Bids 5 No 10.11/Ac 5 No Yes No 1,000 None No 
Board of Record 
Control ; 
Lewiston-Orchards ID 401 140 ] 1 Bids 1 No 1.25/Ac 1 No No No 500 None Yes 
Irrigation Record 
District 
Central Platte NE 600 No Record 2 2 =Bids 1 No 18.00/Acre 1 No No No 14,000 None Yes 
NRD ; Record 
City of NE 3,444 No Record 2 2. «Bids 5 No 6.50/Ac 5 No No No 25,000 None No 
Alliance Record 
City of North NE 20 No Record 1 1 Bids 1 No 5.00/Acre 1 No No No 100 None No 
Platte : Record ! 
1 co 
City of NE 80 No Record 1 1 Negotiated 5 Yes 900.00/ 5 No No No 900 None No oO) 
Scottsbluff lease Record ! 
Lower Big NE 55 90 1 1 Private 1 No 20.00/Ac 1 No No No 1,100 None Yes 
Blue NRD . rates Record 
Pershing County NV 30,000 15,000 1 1 Break even 1 Yes 1.96/Ac 5 No No 45,758 58,807 27,479 No 
Water Conser- to cover 
vation District costs 


1 
_ Includes farmland (40 acres) 


Grazing Fees 


Retained 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount 
co Pueblo Water Department X 
ID Boise Project Board X 
of Control 
1D Lewiston Orchard X 


Irrigation District 


NE Central Platte NRD X 

NE City of Alliance X 25,000 
NE City of North Platte X 100 
NE City of Scottsbluff X 900 
NE Lower Big Blue NRD X 1,100 
NV Pershing County X 58 ,807 


Water Conservation 


District 


*For Tenure Rights: 


- Present tenant has all rights 


- Present tenant has first right of refusal 
- Present tenant competes on an equal basis 


- Other 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 


LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 


Maintenance Agency 
Expenditures Improvement 
Agency Rancher Expenditures Rebate 
% x Yes No 
100 5 ,000 x 
100 None X 
100. None X 
100 None X 
100 None X 
100 None X 
100 None X 
100 None X 
100 17,579 X 


Season of Use 
Determined By: 


Length of Use 


Determined By: 
gency Rancher Both Agency Rancher both 


Tenure Rights* 


- 99.- 


Agency/Region/ Acres No. 
Project State Grazed 
Truckee-Carson NV 6,000 No Record 
Irrigation 
District 
Arch Hurley NM 454 200 
Cons. District 
Gallup Municipal NM 960 No Record 
Water System 
Roswell NM 3,500 No Record 
1 
City of OR 563 943 
Medford 
Westland Irri- OR 120 No Record 
gation 
District 
City of SO 40 No Record 
Brookings 
City of SD 180 No Record - 
Miller 
City of WA 15 to No Record 
Bellevue 18 


1 
Includes 80 acres which are hayed and grazed. 


32 


AUM's Leases Lessees 


32 


GRAZING LES ‘FORMATION 
LOCAL 4ENTS 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee 
Fee Adjust- Factors and 
Determi- ment Consi- Basis 
nation (Yrs.) dered $ 
Board set ] No 4.50/AUM 
1.50/Acre 
Bids 2 No 3.00/AUM 
Set years Never No .03/Acre 
ago 
Bids 5 Yes .97/Acre 
Bids 1 No 8.22/AUM 
Negotiated Hasn't Yes 1.00/Acre 
been 
changed 
for 
years 
Private 3 Yes 26.00/Ac 
rates 
Bids 3 No 6.22/Ac 
Private 1 No 280.00/ 
rates lease 


1 


Term 
Lease Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


Lessee 


No 


Yes 
No ; 
Record 
No 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 
No 


No 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


None 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


Total 
Grazing 
Income 


ee 


6,744 


600 


25 


3,400 


4,000 


120 


1,040 


1,120 


280 


Range’ Policy 
Improve- Changes 
ment Since 
Expen- 1972 


diture (Yes/No) 


No No 
Record 

0 Yes 

None No 

None No 

5,300 Yes 

None No 


None Yes 


None No 


None No 


edt A a) 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 


=— oe 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: Determined By: _ 

State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount % % $ Yes No Amount A B C OD Agency Rancher Both Agency Rancher both 
NV Truckee-Carson X 6,744 100 None X X X 

Irrigation District 
NM Arch Hurley Conser- X 600 : 100 None X X X X 

vation District 
NM Gallup Municipal X 25 100 None X X X X 

Water System 
NM Roswel I X 3,400 100 None X X X X 
OR City of Medford X 50 50 X 3,478 X X X 
OR Westland Irrigation X 100 None X X X X 

District 
SD City of Brookings X 100 None X X X X 
SD City of Miller X 1,120 50 50 None X X X X 
WA City of Bellevue X 100 None X X x X 


oe ih eae i nla 
*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Agency/Region/ 
Project State 
City of Walla WA 
Walla 


Ellensberg Water WA 
Department 


Longview Water WA 
Department 

Seattle Water WA 
Department 

Deaver Irriga- WY 


tion District 


MIrrigated 


Acres 


Grazed 


10.75 


130 


9.5 


3,000 


20,095 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No. 
AUM's 


Record 


Record 


Record 


Record 


Record 


2 


30 


Leases Lessees 


2 


30 


1 


5 


to 
4 


1 


.15/Acre 1 or 


GRAZING LF ‘FORMATION 
LOCAL IMENTS 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee 
Fee Adjust- Factors and 
Determi- ment Consi- Basis 
nation 
Private 5 No 43.50/Ac 
rates 
Auction, 1 to No 1.55/Ac 
Private 4 33.75/Ac! 
rates 
Negotiation 1 Yes 5.00/AUM 
(33.68/Ac) 
Private 1 to No 
rates, 4 2.80/AUM 
BLM-USFS 
BLM rates 8 Yes .04/Acre 


re 


5 


Term 


No 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


No 


Lessee 
Lease Varia- Other 


(Yrs.) dered $ Term ble Rights 


No 


No 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 
No 


Record 


1,086 


98 


Total 
Grazing 
Income 


$ : 


465 


795 


320 


1,086 


983 


Range Policy 
Improve- Changes 
ment Since 
Expen- 1972 
diture (Yes/No) 
None Yes 
None No 
No No 
Record 
None No 
None No 
’ 
co 
Vo) 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures. Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 


Retained Agency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: ___Determined By: 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount * ah § $ Yes No Amount A B C OD Agency Rancher Both Agency Rancher Both 


WA City of Walla Walla X 100 None X X X X 

WA Ellenserg Water X 100 None X X X X 
Department 

WA Longview Water X 320 100. No Record X X X X 
Department 

WA Seattle Water X 1,086 100 None X X xX X X ' 
Department wo 

' 

WY Deaver Irrigation X 98 100 None X X X X 

District 


*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


ete 8 be 


APPENDIX B 
GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 


SECTION II 


FEDERAL AGENCIES 


Agency/Region/ 


Acres 
Project State Grazed 


Agricultural Research Service 


Central Plains co 15,500 
Experimental 
Range 


Southern Great OK 
Plains Field 
Station 


5,235 


Jornada NM 
Experimental 
Range 


145,000 


No. 
AUH's Leases Lessees 
5,400 1 1 
6,120 1 1 
700 AU's 1 1 


GRAZING LE’ “NFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTI AGRICULTURE 
Fre- 

quency Typical 

of fee Other Fee 

Fee Adjust- Factors and 
Determi- ment Consi- Basis 

nation (Yrs.) dered $ 


UESthase 1 No 4.50/AUM 
Grassland 

Fee 

Private 1 Yes 5.70/AUM 
rates 

Formula 1 


No 50.00/AUM 


Term 


Lessee 


Lease Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


10 No 

1 No 
(long 
term 
renewal ) 

10 ~~ ~No 


No 


No 


Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


Range’ Policy 
Total Improve- Changes 
Grazing ment Since 
Income  Expen- 1972 
$ diture (Yes/No) 
20,250 4,000 Yes 
40,000 No No 
Record 
33,700 No Yes 
Record 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 


———————————— 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 


Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: Determined By: 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount % % $ Yes No Amount A B C D_ Agency Rancher Both Agency Rancher both 
Agricultural Research Service 


co Central Plains X 15,187 100 4,000  -No Record-~ Xx x X 
Experimental Range 


OK Southern Great Plains X 40,000 100 N/A X X X X 
: Field Station ~- 
NM Jornada Experimental xX 33,700 100 No Record xX <2 X X 
Range ’ 
Ve) 
oS) 


i es 
*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 


C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other y 


GRAZING LF’ “NFORMATION 


U.S. DEPAR JF DEFENSE 
Fre- 
quency Typical Range’ Policy 
of fee Other Fee Opera- Total Improve- Changes 
Fee Adjust- Factors and Term Lessee tion Grazing ment Since 
Agency/Region/ Acres No. Determi- ment Consi- Basis Lease Varia- Other Costs Income  Expen- 1972 
Project State Grazed AU's Leases Lessees nation (Yrs.) dered $ Term  _ble_ Rights $ $ diture (Yes/No) 
U.S. Air Force* 
Los Angeles CA 2 Yes 5 No No No 170,048 23,690 Yes 
District Record 
March Air 1,725 No Record 2 2 Bids 12.33/Ac (21,267) (0) 
Force Base 
March Communi - 88.5 No Record 1 1 Bids 20.00/Ac (1,769) (0) 
cations Facil 
Annex 
Vandenburg 13,108 10,154 2 2 ~=Bids , 14.48/AUM (147,012) (23,690) 
AFB , 
Federal Prison 40,345 Negotiated 
Sacramento Bids 5 No 5 No No No 98,430 90,000 No 
District Record 
Beale AFB 10,407 7,343 4 3 12.48/AUM (91,676) (90,000) 
Davis Comms 309 No Record 1 1 17.00/Ac (5,253) (0) 
Annex 
Lincoln Comn. 358 No Record | 1 1. ' Non-spe- (1) (0) 
Annex cified 
Travis AFB 145 No Record 1 1 10.34/Ac (1,500) (0) 
Omaha District co 
Lowry AFB 3,217 No Record 1 1 Bids 5 No 2.00/Ac 5 No No No 6,435 No Yes 


*Administered by the Army COrps of Engineers Record Record 


- t6 - 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees 


Retained 
Yes No Amount % 


State Agency/Region/Project 


U.S. Air Force** 


CA Los Angeles District X 50 50 None 
March Air Force Base 


March Communications 
Facil Annex 


Vandenberg AFB 


Federal Prison 


CA Sacramento District xX 100 No Record 


Beale AFB 


Davis Comn. 
Annex 


Lincoln Comn. 
Annex 


Travis AFB 


co Omaha District X 100 No Record 


Lowry AFB 


SRE 
*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant ‘has first right of refusal 


C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
- Qther 


Expenditures Improvement 


gency Rancher Expenditures 
% 


Season of Use 


Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: 
Yes No Amount A BC 0D _ Agency Rancher Both 


X 23,690 X 
X 90,000 X X 
X X 


**Administered by the Army Corps of Engineers 


Length of Use 
Determined By: 


Agency Rancher Both 


xX 
' 
wo 
U1 
X 1 
xX 


Agency/Region/ 


Project State 


U.S. Air Force* 


Albuquerque NM 
District 


Cannon AFB 
(Melrose RN) 


Omaha District ND 
Minot AFB 


Tulsa District OK 


Kegelman Air 
Force Auxillary 
Field 


Acres No 
Grazed 
1 
17,169 64 AU's 
228 No 
3 No Record 


*Administered by Army Corps of Engineers 


AUH's Leases Lessees 


8 


1 
64 AU's on one lease (2,560 Ac) at $5.00 per AUM 


GRAZING LE ‘FORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTM DEFENSE 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee 
Fee Adjust- Factors and 
Determi- ment Consi- Basis 


nation 


Bid, Nego- 


tiated 


Bids 


Bid 


(Yrs.) dered $ 


5 = Yes 5.00/AUM 
5 No 4.55/Ac 
5 No 1.67/Ac 


5 


5 


5 


Term 


Yes 


No 


No 


Lessee 
Lease Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


No 


No 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


Range Policy 
Total Improve- Changes 
Grazing ment Since 
Income  Expen- 1972 
$ diture (Yes/No) 
17,497 0 Yes 
1,038 No Yes 
Record 
5.00 None No 


2.96 > 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 


——— eee 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 
~ Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* ‘Determined By: Determined By: _ 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount 4% % $ Yes No ount A B C OD gency Rancher Both Agency Rancher Both 
U.S. Air Force** 
NM Albuquerque District X 100 None X No Xx X X 
Record 
Cannon AFB 53 
(Melrose RN) 
ND Omaha District X 100. —No Record -No Record- X eX x x 
7 i] 
Minot AFB wo 
: ~ 
OK Tulsa District X 100 None X X X | 


Kegelman Air Force 
Auxillary Field 


en ee 8S + Pretent tonpet bee 
*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


**Administered by the Anny Corps of Engineers 


Agency/Region/ 
Project State 


U.S. Army* 


Phoenix AZ 
District 


Navaho 
Ordinance 
Depot 


Sacramento CA 
District 


Hunter Liggett 
Military 
Reservation 
Fort Ord 

Camp Parks 


Riverbank Army 
Anno Plant 


Camp Roberts 


Santa Rosa 
Radio Station 


Acres 


Grazed 


19,933 


100,200 


6,000 
973 
34 


36,891 
85 


No. 


AUM's Leases Lessees 


1,200 


35,533 


2,700 
1,460 


ak 


10,900 


*Administered by Army Corps of Engineers 


**No limit; irrigated pasture 


GRAZING | "NFORMATION 
DEPART: > DEFENSE 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee 
Fee Adjust- Factors and 
Determi- ment Consi- Basis 
nation (Yrs. ) dered 
Bid 5 No 10.56/AUM 
Bid 5 No 
9.85/AUM 
8.25/AUM 
12.53/AUM 
27 .80/Ac 
23.35/AUM 
9.66/Ac 


Term 


Lessee 


Lease Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


No 


No 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


Rt See 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


Total 
Grazing 
Income 


1,882 


349,995 


22,275 
18,300 
945 


254,612 
825 


Range Policy 
Improve- Changes 
ment Since 
Expen- 1972 
diture (Yes/No) 
10,498 No 
42,600 
0 
2,00 
» 000 ee 
(oe) 
0 
i 
82,000 
0 


State Agency/Region/Project 


U.S. Army** 
Az Phoenix Vistrict 


Navajo Ordinance 
vepot 


CA Sacramento District 
Hunter Liggett 
Military 
Reservation 
Fort Ord 
Camp Parks 


Riverbank Army 
Amno Plant 


Camp Roberts 


Santa Rosa 
Radio Station 


Grazing Fees 
Retained 


Yes No Amount 


oe ee ee 


*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant com 
D - Other 


petes on an equal basis 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Maintenance Agency 


Expenditures. Improvement 
gency Rancher Expenditures 
Foe. hat Miele Sr eed Me aa 


ane 100 0 


100 0 


Season of Use 
Determined By: 


Tenure Rights* eat 
Yes No Amount A B C¢ D_ Agency Rancher Both 


(42,600) 


(2,000) 


(82,000) 


10,498 X X 
126,600 X X 
Ae 
0 
0 


**Administered by the Army Corps of Engineers 
***Agency External fences; Rancher Internal fences. 


Length of Use 
___Determined By: 


Agency Rancher Both 


- 66 - 


Agency/Region/ 
Project State 
U.S. Army* 
Omaha District co 
“U.S. Ariny 
Depot Activity 
Pueblo 


Kansas City KS 
District 


Sunflower Army 
Amno Plant 


Omaha District NE 
Cornhusker 
Army Ammo 
Plant 

Tulsa District OK 


McAlester Army 
Ainmo Depot 


Sacramento UT 
District 


Tooele Army 
Depot 


Acres 
Grazed 


8,214 


680 


2,017 


6,500 


1 
20,925 


No. 
AUHM's Leases Lessees 
No Record 1 1 
No Record’ 4 2 
No Record 6 4 
1 1 
5,670 2 2 


*Administered by the Army Corps of Engineers 


1 
One lease (880 Ac) includes farming and grazing 


GRAZING LF 
DEPARTh 
Fre- 

quency 

of fee 

Fee Adjust- 
Determi- ment 

nation 

Bids 5 
Bid 5 
Bid 5 
Bid 5 
Bid 5 


“NFORMATION 


DEFENSE 


Other 
Factors 
Consi- 


(Yrs.) dered $ 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


Typical 
Fee 
and 

Basis 


3.04/Ac 


9.60/Acre 


19.70/Ac 


.27/Ac 


7.37/AUM 


Term 


No 


Yes 


No 


No 


No 


Lessee 
Lease Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


Total 
Grazing 
Income 


$ 


25,000 


6,526 


39,734 


1,755 


44,107 


Range’ Policy 
Improve- Changes 
ment Since 
Expen- 1972 


diture (Yes/No) 


Yes 
0 No 
Yes 

’ 

—d 

oO 

oO 

’ 
No No 

Record 

0 No 


Maintenance 


Expenditures 
gency Rancher 


Grazing Fees 
Retained 


Ayency/Region/Project 


U.S. Army ** 
co Omaha District x 


100 


U.S. Army Depot 
Activity Pueblo 


KS Kansas City District Df 50 50 
Sunflower Army 
Amno Plant 

NE Omaha District X 100 


Cornhusker Army 
Ammo Plant 
OK Tulsa District X No Record 


McAlester Army 
Amino Depot 


UT Sacramento District 


Tooele Army 
Depot 


et 


*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 


Yes No Amount % % 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Agency 
Improvement 
Expenditures 


Season of Use 


Determined By: 
Agency Rancher Both 


Length of Use 
Determined By: 


Rebate = 
Agency Rancher Both 


Tenure Rights* 
Yes No Amount A B C OD 


See Corps of 


Eng., Omaha -No Record- Xow eX x X 
District 
0 X No X x X 
Record 
4 
-No Record- x 2X X x C5 
{-2 
| 
ito Record -Ho Record- X X X 


-See California, Sacramento District- 


**Administered by the Army Corps of Engineers 


B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


GRAZING Lf NFORMATION 


DEPARTM. DEFENSE 
Fre- 
quency Typical Range Policy 
of fee Other Fee Opera- Total Improve- Changes 
Fee Adjust- Factors and Term Lessee tion Grazing ment Since 
Agency/Region/ Acres No. Determi- ment Consi- Basis Lease Varia- Other Costs Income Expen- 1972 
Project = State Grazed AUM's Leases Lessees nation (Yrs.) dered $ Term ble Rights $ $ diture (Yes/No) 
U.S. Army* 
Seattle | WA 
District 
Fort Lewis 151.2 No Record 1 1 Bid 5 No 1.49/Ac 5 No No No 225 0 Yes 
Record 
Fort William 667 No Record 1 1 Bid 5 No 12.83/Ac 5 No No No 8,560 Yes 
Henry Harrison Record 
Yakima Firing 212,651 No Record 6 3. Bid 5 No 4.35/AUM 5 No No No 105,278 64,340 Yes 
Range ; Record 
Omaha District WY 
Sheridan Army 3,960 1 1 Bid 5 No  3.34/Ac 5 No No No 13,222 Yes 
National Record 
Guard 
1 
Lander National 1,360 1 1 1 5 Yes - 5 No Yes No 0 Yes 
Guard 5 Record 
2 2 
Lovell National 0 1 1 2 Indefinite Yes - Indefi- Yes No 0 Ona Yes 
uuard nite Record 


*Administered by Army Corps of Engineers 


1 
Leased to a non-profit organization 


2 
Administered by Department of Interior 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 


—_—_————— 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 


Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: Determined By: 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount a % $ Yes No Amount A B C OD Agency Rancher Both Agency Rancher Both 


— 


U.S. Army** 


WA Seattle District 
Fort Lewis X 100 None X X X X 
Fort William ~ x 100 X X x x 
Henry Harrison 
Yakima Firing X 100 None X 64,380 X X xX 
Range 
] 
WY Omaha District X 100 : -No Record- xX Xx X X we 
@ 
] 


Sheridan Army 
National Guard 


Lander National 
Guard 


Lovell National 
Guard 


*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


**Administered by the Army Corps of Engineers 


Agency/Region/ Acres 
__ Project State Grazed 


U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 


Los Angeles CA 
District 


Prado Flood 539 
Control 
Basin 


Sacramento CA 
District 


Black Butte 4,202 
Lake 


Farmington 263 
Dam 


New Hogan 779 
Lake 


Success Lake 1,453 


Terminus Dam 149 


Walla Walla ID 
District 


2 
Lucky Peak Dam 160 


1AUM's for 93 acres 
“ALL irrigated 


No. 


AUH's Leases LeSsees 


No Record 


2,624 


300 


No Record 


No Record 


1 
116 


4 4 
4 4 
1 1 
3 3 
5 5 
2 2 


] ] 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee 
Fee Adjust- Factors . and 
Determi- ment Consi- Basis 


Bid 5 No 13.35/AUM 
Bid 5 No 
13.20/ AUM 
11.48/AUM 
6.42/Ac 
4.45/Ac 
4.00/AUM 
Private 5 Yes 13.25/AUM 
rates 


Term 


No 


No 


No 


Lessee 
Lease Varia- Other 


nation (Yrs.) dered $ Term ble Rights 


No 


No 


No 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Report 


Tota} 
Grazing 
Income 


Et Dacor: 


7,195 


34,650 


3,445 


5,005 


6,459 


589 


60 


Range Policy 
Improve- Changes 

ment Since. 
Expen- 1972 


diture (Yes/No) 


12,000 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


None 


o 
= 
A 
No 


No 


No 


State 


CA 


CA 


Grazing Fees 
Retained __ 
Yes No Amount 


Agency/Region/Project 


U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

Los Angeles District 
Prado Flood X 
Control Basin 


Sacramento District X 


Black Butte Lake 
Farmington Dam 
New Hogan Lake 
Success Lake 
Terminus Dam 


Walla Walla District 


Lucky Peak Dam xX 


GRAZING LEAS” INFORMATION 


U.S. DEPAR. 


Maintenance Agency 


Expenditures Improvement 
gency Rancher Expenditures 
% % $ 


50 50 None 
100 No Record 

0 

100 None 


Yes No Amount A B C OD 


*For Tenure Rights: 


Present tenant has all rights 

Present tenant has first right of refusal 
Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
Other 


F DEFENSE 


Season of Use 
Determined By: _ 


___ Rebate 
Agency Rancher Both 


Tenure Rights* 


-No Record- X X 
X No X X 

Record 

12,000 
-No Record- X X 


Length of Use 
__ Determined By: _ 
Agency Rancher Both 


meal i 


Agency/Region/ Acres 
Project State Grazed 


U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 


Kansas City KS 

District 
Hillside Lake 65 
Kanopolis Lake VW 
Melvern Lake ico 
Milford Lake 1,019 
Perry Lake 474 
Pomona Lake 400 
Tuttle Creek 123 
Lake 

Tulsa District KS 
Council Grove 58 

' Lake 
Elk City Lake 203 
Fall River Lake 200 
Marion Lake 15 
Toronto Lake 20 


No. 


AUH's Leases Lessees 


U.S. DEPAR™ YF DEFENSE 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee 
Fee Adjust- Factors and 
Determi- ment Consi- Basis 
nation (Yrs.) dered $ 


Bid 


Bid 


GRAZING LEAS" UNFORMATION 


5.00/Ac 
.31/Ac 
.00/Ac 
.37/Ac 


a an p= a 


.11/Ac 
3.74/Ac 
-61/Ac 


4 .43/Ac 


.70/Ac 
2.18/Ac 
3.33/Ac 

13.80/Ac 


Opera- Total 
Term Lessee tion Grazing 
Lease Varia- Other Costs Income 
Term ble Rights 
5 Yes No No 
Record 
325 
70 
30 
6,494 
2,897 
75 
5 Yes No No 
Record 
257 
143 
437 
50 
276 


Range 


Improve- 


ment 
Expen- 
_diture 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


Policy 
Changes 
Since 

1972 


(Yes/No) 


No 


Yes 


5901 = 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees . expenditures Improvement 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate 
% 


U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 


KS Kansas City Di 


strict xX 100 No Record X No 


Hillside Lake 


Kanopolis Lake 


Melvern Lake 


Milford Lake 


Perry Lake 


Pomona Lake 


Tuttle Creek Lake 


KS Tulsa District X 100 No Record X No 
Record 
Council Grove Lake 
Elk City Lake 
Fall River Lake 


Marion Lake 


Toronto Lak 


e 


ee 


*For Tenure Rights: 


A - Present tenant has all rights 

B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Length of Use 


Determined By: 
Agency Rancher Both 


Season of Use 
Tenure Rights* Determined By: 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount Te $ Yes No Amount A B C OD Agency Rancher Both 


~ Los 


GRAZING LF" NFORMATION 


U.S. DEPAK OF DEFENSE 
Fre- 
quency Typical Range’ Policy 
of fee Other Fee Opera- Total Improve- Changes 
Fee Adjust- Factors and Term _ Lessee tion Grazing ment Since 
Agency/Region/ Acres No. Determi- ment Consi- Basis Lease Varia- Other Costs Income  Expen- 1972 
Project State Grazed AUH's Leases LeSsees nation (Yrs.) dered |_| $ Term ble Rights _$  ##§— $ diture (Yes/No) 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Albuquerque NM 
District 
Santa Rosa 2,004 45 AU's 1 1 Bid with 5 Yes ~44/Ac 5 No No No 900 None Yes 
Lake negotiations (1.67/AUM) Record in 
198] 
Omaha District ND 
Bownan-Haley 900 No Record 8 6 3.30/Ac 2,970 
Dam 
Garrison Dam/ 11,585 No Record 95 74 2.16/Ac 24,969 
Lake Sakakawea 
Tulsa District OK No Record Bid 5 No 5 Yes No No No Yes ; 
Record Record 
=) 
Candy Lake 717 3 2 4.59/Ac 3,289 = 
Canton Lake 2,538 ak) 3 3.66/Ac 9,300 ! 
Coran Lake 1,269 7 7 7.56/Ac 9,599 
Eufaula Lake 7,880 40 39 2.37/Ac 18,685 
Fort Gibson Lake 11,297 87 85 3.53/Ac 39,921 
Hugo Lake 1,977 5 4 .68/Ac 1,344 


Hulah Lake 3,996 16 14 2.41/Ac 9,630 


NM 


ND 


OK 


Agency/Region/Project Yes 


Maintenance 
Grazing Fees 
Retained 
No Amount % 


U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Albuquerque District 
Santa Rosa Lake xX 100 


Omaha District X 100 
Bowman-Haley Dam 


Garrison Dam/Lake 
Sakakawea 


Tulsa District xX 100 


Candy Lake 
Canton Lake 
Coran Lake 
Eufaula Lake 
Ft. Gibson Lake 
Hugo Lake 

Hulah Lake 


Se 


*For Tenure Rights: 


A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 


C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Agency 


Improvement 


Expenditures I 
gency Rancher Expenditures 
Shee eh 


None 


No Record 


No Record 


Rebate 


Tenure Rights* 
Yes No Anoumt A BCD 


X No Xx 
Record 

X No X 
Record 

X No X= 5X 
Record 


Season of Use 
Determined By: 
Agency Rancher Both 


Length of Use 
Determined By: 


“*b0T = 


Agency/Region/ Acres 
Project State Grazed 


U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Tulsa District OK 


Kaw Lake 872 
Keystone Lake 5,950 
Lake Texoma- 32,388 
Red River 

Oologa Lake 981 
Robert S. 1,841 
Kerr Lock/ 

Dam 

Skiatook Lake 6,550 
Tenkiller Ferry 4,800 
Lake 

W.D. Mayo Lake/ 20 
Dam 

Webbers Falls - 433 
Lake/Dam 


Wister Lake 12,066 


No. 


AUM's Leases Lessees 


No Record 


1 
45 


79 


75 


GRAZING L’ “NFORMATION 


io 


Fee 
Determi - 
nation 


Bid 


DEPAR OF DEFENSE 
Fre- 
quency Typical 


of fee Other Fee 
Adjust- Factors and 
ment Consi- Basis 


(Yrs.) dered 


6.77/Ac 
2.35/Ac 
2.24/Ac 


3.64/Ac 


4.90/Ac 


1.00/Ac 


3.12/Ac 


13.80/Ac 


6.00/Ac 


1.72/Ac 


Term 


Yes 


Lessee 
Lease - Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


No 


Opera- 


tion 


Costs 


No 
Record 


Total 
Grazing 
Income 


Bed Sane 


5,904 
13,981 
72,510 


3,570 
9,028 
6,520 
14,972 
276 


2,600 


20,695 


Range’ Policy 
Improve- Changes 
ment Since 
Expen- 1972 


diture (Yes/No) 


No Yes 
Record 


eZUL ter 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 


Retained Agency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: Determined By: 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount % % $ Yes No Amount A B Cc O gency Rancher Both Agency Rancher Both 


U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 


OK Tulsa District x 100 No Record X No xX YX X X 
Record 


Kaw Lake 
Keystone Laket 

Lake Texoma-Red River 
Oologa Lake 


Robert S. Kerr 
Lock/Dam 


gia 8 Oe 


Skiatook Lake 


Tenkiller Ferry 
Lake 


W.D. Mayo Lake/Dam 


Webbers Falls 
Lake/Dam 


Wister Lake 


a a ee 
*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Agency/Region/ 
Project 


State 


Acres 


Grazed 


U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 


Portland 
District 


Green Peter 
Foster Lakes 


Omaha District 


Big Bend Dam 


Ft. Randall 
Dam 


Gavins Point 
Dam 


Oahe Dam and 
Lake 


Walla Walla 
District 


Little Goose 
Lock and Dam 


OR 


SD 


WA 


60 


1,295 
11,258 


35 


22,659 


40 


GRAZING LEAS® INFORMATION 


U.S. DEPAI OF DEFENSE 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee Opera- 
Fee ‘ Adjust- Factors and Term Lessee tion 
No. Determi- ment Consi- Basis Lease Varia- Other Costs 
AUM's Leases LeSsees nation (Yrs.) dered $ Term ble Rights $ 
30 1 1 Bid 5 No 4.25/AUM 5 No Yes No 
Record 
No Record Bid 5 No 5 No No No 
Record 
13 10 
62 58 
2 2 
74 71 
No Record 2 2. ~Private 5 Yes  6.50/AUM 5 No No No 
rates Record 


1 
. Includes all improvements by Omaha District (Army, Air Force and Civil Works) 


Total 
Grazing 
Income 


§ 


128 


2,178 
20,201 


145 


35,152 


650 


Range’ Policy 
Improve- Changes 
ment Since 
Expen- 1972 


diture (Yes/No) 


None 


1 
198 ,000 


None 


No 


Yes 


No 


PAL i 


Maintenance 


State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount 


U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
OR Portland District 


Green Peter Foster xX 100 
Lakes 


SD Omaha District X 100 


Big Bend Dam 
Ft. Randall Dam 
Gavins Point Dam 


Qahe Dam and Lake 


WA Walla Walla District 


Little Goose Lock X 100 
and Dam 


AR Re ee eth a hk a 
*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Agency 


Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use ‘ Length of Use 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate 
% % $ 


Tenure Rights* Determined By: Determined By: _ 
Yes No Amount A B C D gency Rancher Both Agency Rancher both 


None X xX X X 


198,000** Xx No x X x 
Record 


ty Ge 


None -No Record- Xx X X 


**Total for Omaha District Civil Works and Military Leases. 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Fre- : 
quency Typical Range Policy 
of fee Other Fee Opera- Total Improve- Changes 
Fee Adjust- Factors and _ Term Lessee _ tion Grazing ment Since 
Agency/Region/ Acres No. Determi- ment Consi- Basis tease Varia- Other Costs Income  €xpen- 1972 
__ Project. State — Grazed AU's Leases LeSsees nation (Yrs.) dered _ $ Term _ble_ Rights _$  __$ _diture (Yes/No) 
U.S. Navy and U.S. Marine Corps* 50,000 235,531. 242,652 Yes 
Camp Pendleton CA 31,410 8,360 a 2 «Bid 5 No 6.33/AUM 5 Yes No 52,941 
(1 with 
option 
for 4) 
Concord Weapons 5,469 8,337 65 4 Bid 5 No 15.38/AUM 5 Yes No 128,230 
Station (See 
above) 
Fallbrook 7,592 2,000 1 1 Bid 5 “No  4.85/AUM 5 Yes No 9,700 
Weapons (See 
Station above) 
Naval Shipyard 273 480 1 1 Bid 5 No 6.25/AUM 5 Yes No 3,000 
Mare Island (See 
above) 
Boardinan Bombing OR 40,324 3,370 2 1 Bid 5 No 12.11/AUM 5 Yes No 40,810 
Range (See 
above) 
Manchester Fuel WA 194 235 1 1 Bid 5 No 2.13/AUM 5 Yes No 500 
Depot (See 
above) 
Whidbey Island 556 850 2 2 Bid 5 No 1.86/AUM 5 Yes No 1,580 
Naval Air (See 
Station above) 


*Al]l administered by Naval Facilities Engineering Conmand, Western Division, San Bruno, CA. 


AN es 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Maintenance Agency ; ; : 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: __ Determined By: 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount % % $ Yes No Amount A B c OD gency Rancher Both Agency Rancher Both 
U.S. Navy and X 100 242,652 X No X X X 
U.S. Marine Corps** Record 
CA Camp Pendleton 
Concord Weapons Station 
Fallbrook Weapons Station 
’ 
Naval Shipyard Mare ae 
Island ea) 
’ 
OR Boardman Bombing Range 
WA Manchester Fuel Depot 
Whidbey Island Naval 
Air Station 
*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights **All administered by Naval Facilities Engineering Command, 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal Western Division, San Bruno, CA. 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Agency/Region/ 


Project State 


Bureau of Indian Affairs 


Central cA 
California 
Agency 


Fort Hall ID 
Agency 


Horton KS 
Agency 


Slackfeet NT 
Agency! 


Crow Agency 


Permits 

Leases 
Flathead , 
Reservation 


Permits 


Leases 


Acres 


Grazed 


3,340 


No 
Record 
15,000 


No 
Record 


52,988 


707,971 


15,710 


No 
Record 


No. 


AUH's Leases Lessees 


No Record 


17,380 


No Record 


No Record 


17,243 


235,990 


2,000 


No Record 


300 


1,430 


3] 


3,895 


781 


1 
Includes range permits and farm-pasture leases 


18 
No 
Record 


400 


27 


500 


14 


760 


*Permits reported not leases which includes co-op land 


GRAZING LF" 


U.S. DEPAR 


Fre- 
quency 
of fee 

Fee Adjust- 


Determi- ment 
nation 

Bid J 
Bid 1 
Bid, 3 
Negotiated 

Bid 1 
Bid 1 
Bid 1 
Bid 1 
Bid 1 


'NFORMATION 
OF INTERIOR 


Typical 
Other Fee 
Factors and 
Consi- Basis 


(Yrs.) dered $ 


No 


No  8.00/AUM 

No 80.00- 
90.00/AU 

No  6.00/AUM 


No No Record 


No 3.00/AUM 


No  4.10/AUM 


No 1.00/Acre 


Term 


No 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


No 


No 


Lessee 
Lease Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


No 


Yes 


No 


No 


Yes 


No 


No 


No 


Opera- Total 
tion Grazing 
Costs Income 
ied Sica et Bee 
130 13,000 
No 8,220 
Record 
No No 
Record Record 


47,500 2,584,804 


No 42,504 
Record 


No 1,869 ,866 
Record 


No 8,220 
Record 

No No 
Record Record 


Range Policy 
Inprove- Changes 
ment Since 
Expen- 1972 
diture (Yes/No) 
No Yes 

Record 
No No 
Record 
~ No Yes 
Record 
50,000 Yes 
7,000 Yes 
13,000 No 
Record 


None Yes 
No Yes 
Record 


Seo ele 


State 


CA 


ID 


KS 


MT 


MT 


MT 


Maintenance 


Bureau of Indian Affairs t 


Central California X % 
Agency 

Fort Hall Agency X 

Horton Agency X 

Blackfeet Agency X 

Crow Agency x 

Flathead Reservation X 25 


Ee eer, 
*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 


B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 


D - Other 


100 


100 


100 


100 
100 


75 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 


Agency 


Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures 
Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount & % $ 


No Record 


50% 


No Record 


50,000 
19,000 


No Record 


Rebate 


No 
Record 


Season of Use Length of Use 
Tenure Rights* Determined By: ___Determined By: 
ount A B C OD gency Rancher Both Agency Rancher Both 


X X 
x YX x 
X X 
i] 
— 
xX X 
ba | 
] 
X X 
X X X 


Agency/Region/ Acres 
Project State Grazed 


Bureau of Indian Affairs 


Fort Belknap HT 
Permits 361,634 
Leases 84,235 
Fort Peck 630,805 
Reservation 
Northern Cheyenne 385 ,083 
Agency 
Rocky Boys 81,431 
Reservation 


No. 


AUM's Leases Lessees 


73,145 


17,190 


123,138 


96,631 


22,799 


109 


95 


1,345 


12 


90 


66 


40 


1,433 


59 


57 


GRAZING LEAS" '™NFORMATION 


U.S. 


Fee 
Determi - 
nation 


Bid 


Bid 


Bid 


Bid 


Bid 


DEPART F INTERIOR 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee 
Adjust- Factors and 
ment Consi- Basis 
(Yrs.) dered $ 
1 No 6.46/AUM 
1 Yes 6.46/AUM 
1 No 7.00/AUM 
J No 5.14/AUM 
1 No 1.00/AUM 


Term 


Lessee 


Lease Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


10 


10 


Yes 


Yes 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


59 ,800 


37, 300° 


No 
Record 


7,500 


10,426 


Range 


Policy 


Total Improve- Changes 


Grazing ment 
Income __ Expen- 


$ diture 


431,414 87,000 
75,000 Ho 

Record 

800,736 200,000 


497,927 50,000 


14,264 10,300 


Since 
1972 


(Yes/No) 


No 
Record 

Yes 

Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


ait =H Be oy 


MT 


MT 


MT 


MT 


Grazing Fees 
Retained 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 


Maintenance Agency 
Expenditures Improvement 
gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate 


Tenure Rights* 
Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount % % $ Yes No Amount A B C O 


Bureau of Indian Affairs 


Fort Belknap 


Permits X 
Leases X 
Fort Peck xX 
Reservation 
Northern Cheyenne X 
Agency 
Rocky Boys X 
Reservation 


CC CC eee 


*For Tenure Rights: 


50 50 87,000 X X 
25 75 No Record X : X 
100 None X xX X 
100 None X Xe hes 
426 ‘20 80 10,300 X X 


A - Present tenant has all rights 


B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 


D - Other 


Season of Use Length of Use 
Determined By: Determined By: 
Agency Rancher Both Agency Rancher Both 


xX X 
X X 
xX X 
y 
- 
ia X ve) 
' 
X X 


Agency/Region/ Acres 
Project State Grazed 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 
Nevada Agency NV 
Pine Nut’ 56,950 
Pyramid Lake 23,189 
‘Sunmit Lake No 
Record 
* Fort McDermit 3,560 
Eastern Nevada NV/ 48 ,885 
Agency UT 
boshute 


Eastern Navajo NM 1,370,965 


Agency 


ILast leased in 1980. 


No. 
AUH's 
4,697 No 
Record 
324 No 
Record 
12,000 No 
Record 
2,400 1 
1,600 1 
1,071 906 


Leases Lessees 


2,170 


GRAZING LEF ‘FORMATION 
U.S. DEPART = INTERIOR 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee 
Fee Adjust- Factors and Term Lessee 
Determi- ment Consi- Basis Lease Varia- Other 
nation (Yrs.) dered $ Term ble Rights 


Bid & 1 Yes 1 Yes No 
Others 
Bid 2.34/AUM 
Bid 2.00/AUM 
Bid _ 1.69/AUM 
BLM 1.86/AUM 
BLM ] No 2.31/AUM 1 No No 
Board set, No set No .07/Ac 5 No No 
Negotiated time- 

not 

since 

1974 : 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


2,879 


Total 
Grazing 
Income 


11,013 


648 


20,301 


4,464 
3,696 


98 ,846 


Range’ Policy 
Improve- Changes 
ment Since 
Expen- 1972 
diture (Yes/No) 
None iNo 
No No 
Record 
‘ 
ro) 
nm 
No No © 
Record 0 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: Determined By: _ 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount % % $ Yes No Amount A B C OD Agency Rancher Both Agency Rancher both 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 
NV Nevada Agency X No 100 None -No Record- X X X 
Record 
Pine Nut 
Pyramid Lake 
’ 
— 
Summit Lake oe) 
— 
= ’ 
Fort McDermit 
NV/ Eastern Nevada Agency 
UT 
Goshute X 79 100 None X -Administered by BLM- 
NH ' Eastern Navajo Agency X 2,879 10 90 No Record X X X X 


*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 


C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Agency/Region/ 
Project 


State 


No. 
AUI's 


Acres 
Grazed 


Bureau of Indian Affairs 


Aberdeen Area ND 
Office! 


Fort Berthold 
Fort Totten 
Turtle Mountain 


Anadarko Agency OK 


Ardmore Agency 


Concho Agency 
Miami Agency 


Okmulgee Ayency 


2 
2,300,000 1,200,000 


3 
334,650 No Record 


3 
25,000 Wo Record 


3 
61,262 No Record 
3 
2,796 No Record 


3 
33,026 No Record 


1Include South Dakota Reservations 
2Only 30 percent for general public; remainder for Indians 
3Not separated from Ag. Leases 


1,560 


3 
3,788 


3 
190 


3 
228 


3 
48 


Leases Lessees 


1,300 


3 
550 


3 
150 


No 
Record 


3 
43 


GRAZING LEA” 


U.S. DEPART 
Fre- 
quency 
of fee 
Fee Adjust- 
Determi- ment 
_hation_ 


Bid J 
Private 1 
rates 

Bids, 1 
Private 

rates 

Private 1 
rates 

Bid, 1 
Negotiated 

Bid, Varia- 
Negotiated ble 


Other 
Factors 
Consi- 


(Yrs.) dered $ 


~NFORMATION 
~ INTERIOR 


Typical 
Fee 
and 

Basis 


No 7.00/AUM 
Yes 9.00- 
15.00/Ac 
No 6.00/Ac 
Yes 9.00- 
20.00/Ac 
No 12.00/Ac 
Yes 2.50/Ac 


Term 


Lessee 


Lease Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


4 


1 to 


No 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


Range Policy 
Opera- Total Improve- Changes 
tion Grazing ment Since 
Costs Income  &Expen- 1972 
$ $ diture (Yes/No) 
8,400,000 680,000 No 
Record Record 
3 
No 5,500,000 No No 
Record Record 
No 120,000 None No 
Record 
3 
No 394 ,537 No 
Record Record No : 
_— 
No 24,479 None Hor Ss 
Record : , 
3 
No 77,856 No No 
Record Record 


ND 


OK 


OK 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 


: Maintenance Agency 
: Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: 
Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount % % $ Yes No Amount A B C 0 Agency Rancher Both 


Bureau of Indian Affairs 

Aberdeen Area Office 100 680 ,000 X < % X 
Fort Berthold. 
Fort Totten 


Turtle Mountain 


Anadarko Agency x -No Record- No Record -No Record- X X 
Ardmore Agency X 15,000 100 None -No Record- X X 
Concho Agency X No 100 No Record -No Record- X X 
Record 
Miami Agency No 100 No Record -No Record- X X 
Record 
Okmulgee Agency X 100 No Record X X X 


Sa 


*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 


B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Length of Use 
Determined By: _ 
Agency Rancher both 


o €ZI - 


Oo 


Agency/Region/ Acres No. 
Project State Grazed _AUH's 


Bureau of Indian Affairs 


1 
Osage Agency OK 98,923 No Record 


1 
Pawnee Agency 22,080 No Record 


1 
Shawnee Agency 25,930 No Record 


1 
Tahlequah Agency 17,382 No Record 


Talahena Agency 28,578 No Record 


1 
Wewoka Agency 6,776 No Record 


Umatilla OR 57,830 7,758 


1 
Not separated from Ag. Leases 


469° 
1 

527 
1 

354 


1 
109 


627 


1 
82 


16 


Lesses Leasees 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 
1 
150 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


10 


“GRAZING 1" ~ INFORMATION 


U.S. 


Fee 
Determi- 
nation 


——— 


Private 
Rates, 
Bid 
Private 
Rates 


Private 
Rates 


Bid, 
Private 
Rates 


Bid, 
Private 
Rates 


Private 
Rates 


Bid 


DEPA OF INTERIOR 
Fre- 
quency Typical 


of fee Other Fee 
Adjust- Factors and 
ment Consi- Basis 


(Yrs.) dered $ 


] No 7.50/Ac 
1 No 10.00/Ac 
] No 10.00/Ac 
5 No 5.00/AUM 
1 No 1.25/Ac 
1 Yes 3.25/Ac 
1 No 9.33/AUM 


~ Term 


Lessee 


Lease Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


135-5 


1 to 
5 


5 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


No 
No 


Yes 


No 


No 


Yes 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 
No 
Record 
No 


Record 


No 


Record 


Range Policy 
Total Improve- Changes 
Grazing ment Since 
Income Expen- 1972 
» §  Sditure™ (Yes/No) 
673,093 None No 
220,800 None No 
No No No 
Record Record 
1 
90,000 12,000 Yes 
No No i {e) 
Record Record 
28,327, None No 
42,760 No No 
Record 


scion fal a 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: Determined By: 


State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount 7 % $ Yes No Amount A B -€ 0 Agency Rancher Both Agency Rancher Both 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 


OK Osage Agency X No 100 None -No Record- X -No Record- -No Record- 
Record 
OK Pawnee Agency X No 100 ' None -No Record- X X x 
Record 
OK Shawnee Agency X No 100 No Record X No X X X ' 
Record Record — 
ee) 
or 
OK Tahlequah Agency X 100 None X 12,000 X X X ' 
OK Talahena Agency -No Record- 100 No Record -No Record- X YX -No Record- -No Record- 
OK Wewoka Agency x No 100 None X No X x X 
Record Record 


OR Umatilla X 100 No Record X Ku*X X X 


a 
*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


GRAZING LE’ 


U.S. DEPAR 
Fre- 
quency 
of fee 
Fee Adjust- 
Agency/Region/ Acres No. Determi- ment 
Project State Grazed AUHM's Leases Lessees _nation 


Bureau of Indian Affairs 


Aberdeen Area SD 
Office 


Cheyenne River 
Crow Creek 


Lower Brule 


Pine Ridge 
Rosebud 
Standing Rock 
1 
Colville WA 1,011,495 23,264 VW 13. ‘Bid 1 
Yakima 31,361 5,306 4 11 «Bid 2 


1 \ 
.Entire reservation grazed in common. 


(Yrs.) dered $ 


“NFORMATION 
)F INTERIOR 


Typical 
Other Fee Opera- 
Factors and Term Lessee tion 
Consi- Basis Lease Varia- Other Costs 


Term ble Rights $ 


--See North Dakota, Aberdeen Area Off.ice-- 


No 5.50/AUM 5 No Yes No 
Record 

No 4.56/AUM 5 No Yes No 
Record 


Range’ Policy 

Total Improve- Changes 

Grazing ment Since 
Income  Expen- 1972 


$ diture (Yes/No) 


90,884 None No 


11,609 None No 


eelAS oa 


GRAZING. LEASE _INFORNATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: Determined By: _ 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes No AnoumE xy Yes No Amount A BC DB Agency Rancher Goth Agency Nonchor yoth 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 

SD Aberdeen Area Office X 100 680 ,000 X X X X 

Cheyenne River 

Crow Creek 

Lower Brule 

Pine Ridge 

Rosebud 

Standing Rock 
WA Colville X 100 None X XX X : X 


WA Yakima xX 100 None -No Record- Xie X X X 


Cee ee ES ee ee 
*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


see Cie 


Agency/Region/ 
Project State 
Bureau of Reclamation 


Lower Colorado 
Region 


Gila Az 

Salt River 

Yuma AZ/ 
CA 


Mid-Pacific 
Region 
Auburn CA 


Folsom Dain 


Fresno 


Napa 


-Tracy 


Willows 


Acres 
Grazed 


V2 


70 


2,396 


15 
3,439 


3,045 


14,186 


4,568 


No. 


No Record 


No Record 


4,800 


No Record 


No Record 


No Record 


1 
One year with option to renew for one year 


AUM's Leases Lessees 


U.S. 


Fee 


GRAZING LEA” ~NFORMATION 
DEPART F INTERIOR 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee 
Adjust- Factors and 
ment Consi- Basis 


Determi- 
nation 


(Yrs.) dered $ Term ble Rights 


Term 


Lessee 


Lease Varia- Other 


--No Record; Administered by Bureau of Land Management-- 


7 


4 


State or 
BLM 


1 Yes 1.43/AUM 


1 


--No Record; Administered by Bureau of Land Management-- 


10 


Private 
Rates 


Bid 


Bid & 
Negotiated 


Private 
Rates, 
Negotiated 
Bid 


Bid, 
Negotiated 


1 ane No 3.14/Ac 
5 No 12.07/Ac 
5 Yes 4.54/Ac 
1 Yes 2.50/Ac 
5 No 7.12/Ac 
5 Yes 3.84/Ac 


No 


No 


No 
No 


No 


No 


No 


Yes 


No 


No 
No 


Yes 


No 


No . 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


Range’ Policy 

Total Improve- Changes 
Grazing ment Since 
Income __Expen- 1972 

$ diture (Yes/No) 
3,390 None No 
7,527 None No 
905 None No 
14,303 12,000 No 
6,663 2,500 No 
100,985 None No 
17,535 No No 

Record 


eheel ic 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 


Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: Determined By: _ 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount % % $ Yes No Amount A B C OD gency Rancher Both Agency Rancher Both 


Bureau of Reclamation 


Lower Colorado Region 


AZ Gila 4 -No Record- 

AZ Salt River x 3,390 5 95 None -No Record- X X X 

A2/ Yuma -No Record- 

CA 0 
— 
nm 

Mid-Pacific Region ae 
; ’ 

CA Auburn X 100 None X ee | X X : 

CA Folsom Dam X 100 None X XX X X 

CA Fresno -No Record- 100 2,400 X xX X X 

CA Napa X 100 1,000 X No X X X 

: Record 
CA Tracy -No Record- 100 None X xX X X 
CA Willows X 100 None X X X X 


*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 


C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Agency/Region/ 


Project State 


Bureau of Keclamnation 


Lower Missouri 
Region 


Narrows Unit co 


Upper Colorado 
Region 


1 
Pine River co 


Pacific Northwest 
Region 


Boise — ID 
Mann Creek 
Minidoka 


Upper Missouri 
Region 
All Projects MT 
and Units ND 
SD 
WY 


Upper Colorado 
Region 


Hammond NIM 


1 
For Upper Colorado Region 


Acres 


Grazed 


800 


15 


3,090 
280 
17,141 


No 
Record 


139 


No. 


AUH's Leases LeSsees 


600 


No Record 


No Record 


! 


500 


470 


GRAZING LEAS® *‘'FORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTME INTERIOR 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee 
Fee Adjust- Factors and 
Determi- ment Consi- Basis 
nation (Yrs.) dered $ 
Bid 5 No 
BLM, USFS 1 No 2.31/Ac 
Bid, BLM, 1 No 
Negotiated 
Bid, USFS, 5 No 98.00/AUM 
Negotiated 1.75/Ac 


Term 


Lessee 


Lease Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


1 


1 


--See Upper Colorado Region, Pine River-- 


Yes 
No No 
No No 
No Yes 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


‘No 


Record 


No 


Record 


Range’ Policy 

Total Improve- Changes 
Grazing ment Since 
Income Expen- 1972 


$ diture (Yes/No) 


No 
22,585 None No 
No Yes 
Record 
No 130,000 Wo 
Record 


=~ UeTe = 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTWENT OF INTERIOR 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: Determined By: 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount r % $ Yes No Amount A B C OD Agency Rancher Both Agency Rancher Both 


Bureau of Reclamation 


Lower Missouri Region 


co Narrows Unit -No Record- 100 None X ay x X 


a 


Upper Colorado Region 


co Pine River X 100 None X X X X X 
1 
ID Pacific Northwest -No Record- 100 No Record X No X xX X w 
Region Record ay 
“1D Boise 
ID Mann Creek 
ID Minidoka 


Upper Missouri Region 


MT All Projects and 
ND Units 

SO 

WY 


Upper Colorado Region 


NM Hammond X 100 None X X xX X X 


en ee ASD SE es A ASO 
*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 

B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Agency/Region/ 
Project 


Bureau of Reclamation 


State 


Southwest 
Region 


Carlsbad - NM 
Fort Sumner 


Tucumcari 
Mountain Park OK 


Wid-Pacific 
Region 


Klamath OR 


Pacific Northwest 
Region 


Baker OR 
Owyhoe : 

Rogue River 
Unatilla 

Vale 


Upper Colorado 
Region 


Central Utah UT 
Flaming Gorge UT 


Weber Piver UT 
Provo River 


Acres 
Grazed 


36,460 


810 


2,680 


1,199 


20 
11,523 
202 
40 
2,830 


No. 


AUH's Leases Lessees 


235 


No Record 


No Record 


2,376 


20 


O—mina=— 


RO PM 


20 


13 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMA) 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 


Fre- 
quency 
of fee Other 
Fee Adjust- Factors 


Determi- ment Consi- 
_hation_ 

Negotiation 1 Yes 
Bid 1 Yes 
Bid 2 No 
Bid 5 No 


--See Pacific Northwest Region Idaho-- 


--See Upper Colorado Region, Pine River, Colorado-- 


Typical 
Fee 
and 

Basis 


40.00/AUM 
1.89/Ac 


14.69/Ac 


8 .88/AUM 


1 


1 


v4 


Term 


No 


No 


No 


Lessee 
Lease Varia- Other 


(Yrs.) dered $ Term ble Rights 


Yes 


Yes 


No 


No 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


500 


Total 
Grazing 
Income 


9,400 


1,432 


39,370 


21,100 


Policy 


Improve- Changes 


Since 
1972 


(Yes/No) 


Yes 
Yes 


No 


Yes 


mpCcls 


State 


NM 


OR 


OR 


UT 
UT/WY 
UT 
UT 


*For Tenure Rights: 


Agency/Region/Project 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Southwest Region 


Carlsbad - Fort 
Sumner 


Tucumcari 


Mountain Park 


Mid-Pacific Region 


Klamath 


Pacific Northwest 
Region 


Baker 
Owyhoe 
Rogue River 
Umatilla 
Vale 


Upper Colorado 
Region 


Central Utah 
Flaming Gorge Unit 
Weber River 

Provo River 


ooo > 
4 


- Other 


- Present tenant has all rights 
Present tenant has first right of refusal 
Present tenant competes on an equal basis 


GRAZING LOS 


U.S. DEPAR 
Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees _Expenditures Improvement 
Retained Agency Rancher Expenditures 
Yes No Amount 4 % 
X 100 None 
X 100% 75 25 No Record 
X 25 75 None 
No Record 100 No Record 
X 100 None 


THEORHMAT LON 


IF INTERIOR 


Season of Use 
Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: _ 


Yes No Amount A B C OD _ Agency Rancher Both 


X Xo" X X 
-No Record- xX X 
X X X 
X No X X 
Record 
X X X X 


Length of Use 
__ Determined By: _ 


Agency Rancher Both 


pts 


Agency/Region/ 
Project State 


Bureau of Reclamation 


Pacific Northwest 
Kegion 


Columbia Basin WA 
Okanogan 
Yakima 


Upper Colorado 
Region 


Eden WY 


Seedskadee 


Acres 
Grazed 


63,834 
380 
3,518 


29,007 
632 


No. 


AUM's Leases Lessees 


127 


GRAZING LEAT “FORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTM INTERIOR 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee Opera- 
Fee Adjust- Factors and Term Lessee tion 
Determi- ment Consi- Basis Lease Varia- Other Costs 


nation (Yrs.) dered $ Term ble Rights $ 


--See Pacific Northwest Region, Idaho-- 


--See Upper Colorado Region, Pine River, Colorado-- 


Range Policy 
Improve- Changes 
ment Since 
Expen- 1972 


diture (Yes/No) 


wet ged oe 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 


Maintenance Agency 


Grazing Fées Expenditures Improvement ; 
Retained Agency Rancher Expenditures Rebate 


State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount % % $ Yes No Amount 


Bureau of Reclamation 


Pacific Northwest -No Record- 100 No Record X No 


Region Record 
WA Columbia Basin 
WA Okanogan 
WA Yakima 
Upper Colorado X 100 None -X 
Region 
WY Eden 
WY Seedskadee 


*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Length of Use 
Determined By: 
Agency Rancher both - 


Season of Use 


Tenure Rights* Determined By: 
A b L UD Agency Rancher Both 


Pah ee 


Agency/Region/ 
Project 


State 


National Park. Service 


Grand Canyon 
N.P. 


Glen Canyon 
N.R.A. 


Pt. Reyes 
National Sea- 
shore Golden 
Gate N.S. 


Black Canyon 
of the Gun- 
nison W.M. 


Curecanti 
N.R.A. 


Dinosaur N.M. 
Florissant 
Fossil Beds 


N.M. 


Nez Perce 
N.H.P. 


Bighorn Canyon 


N.R.A. 


AZ 


AZ/ 
UT 


CA 


co 


ID 


MT 


Acres 


Grazed 


43,240 


891 ,632 


16,735 


100 


300 


132,550 


200 


1,122 


16,086 


No. 
AUM's Leases Lessees 


1,541 


14,371 


29,261 


100 


1,000 


5,324 


110 


236 


4,225 


7 6 
38 No 

Record 

39 25 

1 1 

1 1 

22 20 

1 1 

2 3 
No No 


Record Record 


1 
Not adjusted to annual BLM rate since originally set. 


GRAZING LE*”” UNFORMATION 
OF INTERIOR 


U.S. DEPAR 


Fre- 
quency 
of fee 

Fee Adjust- 
Determi- ment 


BLM 1 
BLM 1 
Private ] 
Rates 
BLM 10 
BLM 1 
BLM 1 
BLM Not 
Done 
BLM 1 
BLM No 
Record 


Other 
Factors 
Consi- 


nation (Yrs.) dered $ 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 
Record 


Typical 
Fee 
and 

Basis 


2.31/AUM 5 
2.31/AUM 10 
5 .00/AUM 5 
2.31/AUM 10 
2.31/AUM 1 
2.31/AUM 1 
1 
.32/AUM 4 


2.31/AUM 1 or 
3 


2.31/AUM 


Term 


No No 
No No 
No No 
No No 
No No 
No No 
No No 
No No 
--No Record-- 


Lessee 
Lease Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


Range Policy 
Total Improve- Changes 
Grazing ment Since 
Income _Expen- 1972 
$ diture (Yes/No) 
5,177 4,000 Yes 
33,197 No No 
Record 
72,549 0 Yes 
230 0 No 
1,890 0 No 
7,700 0 No 
35 0 Yes 
545 0 No 
8,38] No No 
Record Record 


“nol 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 


—_—_—_———— ______ 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 


Maintenance 
Grazing Fees 
Retained 
Yes No Amount % 


State Agency/Region/Project 


National Park Service 


Az Grand Canyon N.P. X 100 


Az/ Glen Canyon N.R.A. 


UT 

CA Pt. Reyes National X 100 
Seashore Golden Gate 
N.S. 

co Black Canyon of the X 100 
Gunnison N.M. 

co Curecanti N.R.A. x 100 

co Oinosaur N.M. X 50 50 

co Florissant Fossil xX 25 75 
Beds N.M. 

ID Nez Perce N.H.P. X 100 

MT Righorn Canyon N.R.A. 


*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 

B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Agency 


‘Expenditures Improvement 
gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate 
ra erry mee oe SOR 


Season of Use Length of Use 
Tenure Rights* Determined By: Determined By: _ 
Yes No Amount A B C OD gency Rancher Both Agency Rancher Both 


4,000 X X X X 


Not Applicable - BLM Administers 


ry 


0 X X X X 
( 
— 
w 

0 X X X X ad 
i] 

0 X X X X 

0 X X X X 

0 X X X X 

0 X X X X 


Not Applicable - BLM Administers 


Agency/Region/ 
“Project 


State 


National Park Service 


Grant-Kohrs 
N.H.S. 


Lake Mead 
N.R.A. 


John Day 
Fossil Beds 


Capitol Reef 
ANP 


Coulee Dam 
N.R.A. 


Whitman 


Mission N.H.S. 


Fossil Butte 
N.M. 


Grand Teton 
W.P. 


John OD. 
Rockefeller, 
Jr. Mem. 
Parkway 


NT 
NV/ 
AZ 
OR 


UT 


WA 


Acres 


Grazed 


29b ,666 


920 


177,000 


2,049 


26 


200 


27,225 


600 


No. 


AUM's ‘Leases Lessees 


No 
Record 


1 


VW 


--No Record-- 
11,394 No 
Record 
126 1 
4,779 No 
Record 
833 24 
No 1 
Record 
110 1 
8,210 11 
112 1 


GRAZING LE’ “NFORMATION 


U.S. DEPARTI ’ INTERIOR 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee Opera- 
Fee Adjust- Factors and Term Lessee tion 

Determi- ment  Consi- Basis Lease Varia- Other Costs 
nation (Yrs.) dered $ Term ble Rights 
BLM No No BLM Rate --No Record-- 

Record Record 
BLM No No 2.31/AUM No - No No No 

Record Record Record 
BLM | No 2.31/AUM 1 No No 0 
BLM 1 No 2.31/AUH --No Record-- 

Record , 
BLM or 1 No 1.65/AUM 3 No No No 
USFS Record 
Private 4 Yes 5.77/Ac ] No Yes 75 
Rates & 
Formula 
BLM Not No -32/AUM 4 No No 0 
Done 

USFS 1 Yes 2.31/AUM 10 Yes No 30,000 
USFS J Yes 2.31/AUM ] No No 1,000 


Range’ Policy 
Total Improve- Changes 
Grazing ment Since 
Income Expen- 1972 
$ diture (Yes/No) 
No No No 
Record Record Record 
26,320 0 No 
Record 
29) 0 No 
11,039 No No 
Record Record 
1,374 0 Yes 
150 0 Yes 
35 0 Yes 
17,780 6,800 No 
259 0 No 


iM 5 (ell 


GRAZING LEASE [MF CSMATICN 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures  Irproverent S2ason of Use Lenath cf Use 
Retained gency Rarcher Expenditures kedate Tenure Rights* Ceternires =: : eee a 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes Ho Amount 2 % $ Yes fo Arount A B C OD agency Rancrer Satn 9 sseney Rarecner ket 
Hational Park Service 

MT Grant-Kohrs W.H.S. Not Applicable - BLM Administers 

HVv/ Lake Head N.R.A. 5: Not Applicable - BLM Administers 

AZ 

OR John Day Fossil Beds tiot Applicable - BLM Administers 
—" 
Ww 

UT Capitol Reef N.P. Not Applicable - BLM Administers sd 
’ 

WA Coulee Dam N.R.A. X 100 0 X X X X 

WA Whitman Mission X 100 0 X X X | \ 

N.H.S. 

WY Fossil Butte N.M. X Not Applicable - BLM Administers 

WY Grand Teton N.P. X 90 10 6,800 X X X ys 

wy Jonn D. Rockefeller, X 100 0 X X X X 

~ Jr. Memorial 
S Parkway 


“For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 

B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


\doO> ajgeyieae 4saq 
wo} peonpos 


Agency/Region/ 
Project 


Acres 


State Grazed 


_ U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 


Kofa Wildlife 
Refuge 
Delevan 


Kesterson 


Hopper Mountain 
Kern 

Pixley 

Clear Lake, 
Tule Lake 

tiodoc 


Alamosa 


Monte Vista 


AZ 187,000. 


CA 170 


3,600 


1,700 


4,450 


4,075 


1,645 
co No 
Record 


No 
Record 


1 
Last grazed in 1980. 


No. 


AUM's Leases Lessees 


3,000 
950 


1 
3,400 


1,080 
3,785 


2,592 


1,941 
3,102 


2,320 


1 


--See Oregon, Klamath Basin Refuge Complex-- 


Private 
Rates 


Private 
Rates 


Private 
Rates 


3 Yes 
3 Yes 
3 Yes 


GRAZING LES~  “*NFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTI * INTERIOR 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee 
Fee Adjust- Factors and 

Determi- ment Consi- Basis 
nation (Yrs.) dered _ $ 
BLM 1 No 2.31/AUM 
Private 3 No 3.51/AUM 
Rates 
Private 1 No 3.75/AUM 
Rates or 
Bid 
Private 3 Yes 5.00/AUM 
Rates 
Private 3 Yes 5.00/AUM 
Rates 
Private 3 Yes 5.00/AUM 
Rates 


8 .00/AUM 


4.90/AUM 


4.90/AUM 


Term 


Lessee 


Lease Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


1 


1 


1 


15 


No 


No 


Yes 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


Opera- 


_ tion 


Costs 


se 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


Total 
Grazing 
Income 


piat Ket 


6,930 
1,298 


12,790 


2,153 
3,096 


12,450 


17,780 
15,20) 


"11,374 


Range’ Policy 
Improve- Changes 
ment Since 
Expen- 1972 
diture (Yes/No) 

0 Yes 
No Yes 
Record 
No Yes 
Record 
None Yes 
None Yes 
None Yes 
Ho Yes 
Record 
No No 
Record 
No No 
Record 


=O DS 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 


Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: _ Determined By: _ 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount % % $ Yes No Amount A B C OD gency Rancher Both Agency Rancher Both 


U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 


AZ Kofa Wildlife Refuge X 20° 80 0 X X X X 
CA Delevan X 100 0 X X X X 
CA Kesterson X 100 0 X XS 2X X X 
CA Hopper Mountain x 100** 0 x x X X ‘ 
: ~ 
> 
—) 
CA Kern X 100** 0 X : X X X ; 
CA Pixley x 100** 0 x a x X 
CA Clear Lake, X X xX X 
Tule Lake 
CA Modoc X 50 50 s X X Ae eeX X X X 
co Alamosa X 50** 50 No Record xX X X X 
co Monte Vista xX 50** 50 No Record x x X X 


*For Tenure Rights: ‘A - Present tenant has all rights **Agency maintains external fences; rancher internal fences. 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal] 

C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 

D - Other 


Agency/Region/ 
Project 


State 


Acres 


Grazed 


U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 


Browns Park 


Arapaho 

S.E. Idaho 

Complex 
Grays Lake 
Bear Lake 
Camas 
Minidoka 


’ Kootenai 
Quivera 
Charles M. 


Russell 


Red Rock Lakes 


co 


ID 


KS 


MT 


11,174 


8,371 


9,810 


115 
6,600 
780,225 


14,600 


No. 


AUM's Leases LeSsees 


1,534 


5,782 


5,730 


30 
3,800 
60,108 


5,500 


28 


12 


65 


28 


GRAZING |" ~ INFOR 
U.S. DEPA OF IN 
Fre- 
quency 
of fee Other 
Fee Adjust- Factors 
Determi- ment Consi- 
nation (Yrs.) dered 
Private 1 No 
* Rates, 
Negotiated 
Private 1 No 
Rates 
Private 3 to Yes 
Rates 5 
Private 4 No 
Rates Record 
Private 3 Yes 
Rates 
Private 1 Yes 
Rates 
Private 5 Yes 
Rates 


TION 
ERIOR 


Typical 
Fee 
and 

Basis 


$ 
3.00/AUM 


4.00/AUM 


4.00/AUM 
2.54/AUM 
2.40/AUM 
1.75/AUM 
4 .83/AUM 


4.00/AUM 
2.96/AUM 


7.03/AUM 


Term Lessee 
Lease Varia- Other 
Term _ble _ Rights 


] No No 
J No No 
1 No No 
] No No 
] No No 
i] No No 
] No No 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


No 
Record 


Ho 
Record 


17,000 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


Range Policy 
Total Improve- Changes 
Grazing ment Since 
Income _Expen- 1972 
$ diture (Yes/No) 
4,602 None Yes 
23,128 None No 
15,471 No No 
Record 
’ 
145 0 No: — 
Record a 
15,276 14,000 No ° 
202,950 6,500 No 
31,300 No Yes 


Record 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 


Maintenance Agency ; 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate. Tenure Rights* Determined By: Determined By: 


State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount % % $ Yes No Amount A B C O Agency Rancher Both Agency Rancher Both 


U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 


co Browns Park X 50 50 0 X X X xX 
co Arapahoe 4 X 50 50 0 X X X X 
10 Southeast Idaho X -No Records- 0 X X X X 
Complex 
Grays Lake rary 
oo 
Bear Lake “an 
Camas 
Minidoka 
1D Kootenai xX 100 0 X X X X 
KS Quivera X -No Records- 14,000 X X X X 
MT Charles M. Russell xX 80 20 6,500 X X X X 
MT Red Rock Lakes xX 80 20 No Record X X X X 


= tices thesed eke oie sete aa Se 
*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 

B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Agency/Region/ 


seer royece 


U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 


Medicine Lake 


Benton Lake 


Bowdoin (Black 


Coulee & Cred- 
man Coulee) 


Crescent Lake 
Fort Niobrara 
& Valentine 

. Rainwater 
Basin 
Stillwater 


Pahranagat 


Ruby Lake 


MT 


NE 


NV 


5,800 


147 


1,102 


19,500 


36,304 


1,294 


163,000 


990 


22,437 


No. 


AUM's Leases LeSsees 


972 


30 


16 


11 


11 


13 


GRAZING LF” 


(Yrs.) dered $ Term ble Rights 


"NFORMATION 
U.S. DEPAR JF INTERIOR 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee 
Fee Adjust- Factors and 
Determi- ment Consi- Basis 
nation 

Private 1 Yes 8.30/AUM 
Rates 
Private ] Yes 4.50/AUM 
Rates 
Private J Yes .46/Ac 
Rates 
Private 1 8.15/AUM 
Rates 
Private 1 8.15/AUM 
Rates 
Private 1 6.15/AUM 
Rates 
Private 3 No 2.50/AUM 
Rates 
Private ] No 3.75/AUM 
Rates 
Private 5 Yes 3.00/AUM 
Rates & 


Negotiated 


Term 


Lessee 


Lease Varia- Other 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 
20,000 
40,000 

No 
Record 

4,000 

No 

Record 


No 
Record 


Range’ Policy 
Total Improve- Changes 
Grazing ment Since 
Income  Expen- 1972 
$ diture (Yes/No) 
7,096 0 Yes 
173 0 No 
272 0 Yes 
41,565 5,000 
121,199 0 No 
Record 
2,294 0 No 
Record 
21,411 2,500 Yes 
3,647 0 Yes 
15,444 Ne Yes 
Record 


=*UPit> 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate 

State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount % % Yes No Amount 

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
MT Medicine Lake X 80 20 0 X 
MT Benton Lake X 80 20 0 x 
MT Bowdoin (Black Coulee X 80 20 0 X 

. & Credman Coulee) 

NE Crescent Lake X 50 50 - 5,000 xX 
NE Fort Niobrara & X 50 50 ) X 

Valentine 
NE Rainwater Basin X 100 0 X 
NV Stillwater X 75 25 2,500 X 
NV  Pahranagat X 25 75 0 X 
NV Ruby Lake X 50 50 70% X 


seca ae A AS AE 
*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Season of Use 
Determined By: 


Agency Rancher Both 


Length of Use 
Determined By: _ 
Agency Rancher both 


Tenure Rights* 
Te Bie ew 


Xx X X 
X X X 
X X xX 
-No Record- X X 
-No Record- X X 
-No Record- X X 
X X X 
Ke 2X X X 
X X X 


= S2t > 


Agency/Region/ 
Project 


State 


Acres 


Grazed 


U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 


Las Vegas NM 
Arrowwood ND 
Upper Souris 


J. Clark 
Sayler 


Lostwood 
Audubon 


Des Lacs 


Kulm Waterfowl ND 
Mgt. District 


Salt Plains OK 


Klamath Forest OR 


Malheur 


7,700 


1,730 


5,470 


672 


1,015 


5,313 


3,364 


52,000 


No. 


AUM's Leases LeSsees 


475 


828 


280 


42,056 


10 


16 


5] 


V 


35 


10 


16 


5] 


35 


GRAZING LE’ 


Bid 1 Yes 
Formula 1 No 
Formula 4 Yes 


--Unable to Contact-- 


--Unable to Contact-- 


Private 1 No 
Rates & Record 
Formula 

Formula 1 Yes 
Formula, ] Yes 
Private 

Rates 

Private 3 No 
Rates 


*NFORMAT ION 


U.S. DEPAR IF INTERIOR 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee 
Fee Adjust- Factors and 
Determi- ment Consi- Basis 
nation 


10.31/AUM 


6.50/AUM 


6.50/AUM 


6.50/AUM 


6.50/AUM 


5.50/AUM 


4.00/AUM 


Term 


Lessee 


Lease Varia- Other 


- - See Klamath Basin Refuge Complex - - 


Private 3 
Rates 


9.30/AUM 
Sp & S) 
3.70/AUM 
(F & W) 


] No 
2to5 Yes 
Months 

4 No 

] No 

3 Yes 

J No 

6 No 
Months 

] Yes 

2 

4 


(Yrs.) dered $ Term ble Rights 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


Yes 


No 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


No 
Record 


0 


4,000 


900 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


No 
Record 


10,000 


Total 
Grazing 
Income 


$ 


1,298 


5,328 


26,653 


. 


1,820 


6,422 


21,279 


10,832 


157,472 


Range’ Policy 
Improve- Changes 
ment Since 
Expen- 1972 
diture (Yes/No) 
3,600 Yes 

0 Yes 

0 Yes 

No Yes 
Record 

0 Yes 

47,000 Yes 

No Yes 
Record 

12,000 Yes 


m= Oy ine: 


ND 


ND 


ND 


ND 


ND 


ND 


ND 


OK 


OR 
OR 


*For Tenure Rights: 


Agency/Region/Project 


U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 


Las Vegas 
Arrowwood 

Upper Souris 

J. Clark Sayler 
Lostwood 
Audubon 

Des Lacs 


Kulm Waterfowl 
Mgt. District 
Salt Plains 
Klamath Forest 
Malheur 


ooo > 
tees 


GRAZING LF4SF INFORMATION 
OF INTERIOR 


U.S. DEPA 


Maintenance Agency 
_Expenditures Improvement 


Agency Rancher Expenditures 


eee ee-_-—(—i = 


100 0 
100 0 

50 50 

50 50 
50 50 0 
75 25 0 
80 20 47,000 
10 90 No Record 


- - See Klamath Basin Refuge Complex - - 


80 20 12,000 


Present tenant has all rights 
Present tenant has first right of refusal 
Present tenant competes on an equal basis 


Other 


X 


Teseihe-= hacut 
X 3,600 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X No 
Record 
X 


Tenure Rights* 


A 


X 


Season of Use Length of Use 
Determined By: ___ Determined By: 


BC OD _ Agency Rancher Both Agency Rancher oth 
X X X 
-No Record- X X 
X X X 
X X X 
-No Record- X X 
‘ 
X X X Ae 
N 
X X X ' 
X X X 
X X X 


Agency/Region/ Acres 
Project State Grazed 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
Sheldon- OR/ 575,000 
Hart Mountain NV 
Unatilla 1,700 
W.L. Finley 727 
Klamath Basin 20,500 
Refuge Complex 
Klamath Forest 
Upper Klamath 
Lower Klamath OR/ 
CA 
Lacreek SD 3,500 
Sand Lake 350 
Waubay 1,300 
Lake Andes 1,500 


No. 


AUM's Leases LeSsees 


33,009 


3,073 


680 


9,843 


10 


NN 


28 


20 


nl 


28 


20 


Rates 


GRAZING LF*"~ -INFORMATION 
OF INTERIOR 


U.S. DEPAI 
Fre- 
quency 
of fee Other 
Fee Adjust- Factors 
Determi- ment Consi- 
_nation (Yrs.) dered _ 
Private 3 No 
Rates 
Private 3 No 
Rates 
Private 3 No 
Rates 
Bid, 3 No 
Negotiated 
Formula ] No 
Formula ] No 
Private 3 No 
Rates 
Private 3 No 


Typical 
Fee 
and 

Basis 


$ 


1.94/AUM 
3.25/AUM 


3.83/AUM 


6.00/AUM 
3.00/AUM 


8.36/AUM 
8.50/AUM 
9.05/AUM 


8.05/AUM 


Term 


Lessee 


Lease Varia- Other 


Term ble Rights 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 
Record 


Total 
Grazing 
Income 


$ 


116,807 


1,700 


58,500 


25,916 


3,612 


7,883 


12,075 


Range’ Policy 
Improve- Changes 
ment Since 
Expen- 1972 
diture (Yes/No) 
40,000 Yes 
10,000 Yes 
0 Yes 
No Yes 
Record 
Q 
— 
0. Jes a 
Q 
0 Yes 
0 Yes 
18 ,287 Yes 


GRAZING LEASE INFORNATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate 


U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 


OR/ Sheldon- X 50 50 30,000 X 
NV Hart Mountain 10,000 
OR . Umatilla X 100 10,000 X 
OR William L. Findley X 50 50 0 X 
OR Klamath Basin Refuge 

Complex 


Klamath Forest 


Upper Klamath X 50 50 X 
Lower Klamath X 50 50 xX 
SD Lacreek X 100 0 X 3,100 
SD _ Sand Lake X 70 30 0 X 
sO Waubay X 100 0 X 4,262 
SD Lake Andes X 60 40 8,287 X 


EE Se a 
*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 
B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Season of Use 
Determined By: 
gency Rancher Both 


Length of Use 
Determined By: 


Agency Rancher Both 


Tenure Rights* 


State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount % % $ Yes No Amount A 6B 


SCOR Eee 


Agency/Region/ Acres 
Project State Grazed 


U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
Madison Water- SUD 1,982 
fowl Mgt. Dist- 

rict 


Lower Columbia WA 3,100 
River Complex 


Ridgefield 
Wiillapa 


Columbia White 
Tailed Deer 


Columbia 5,887 


Turnbull 11,000 


No. 


AU's Leases Lessees 


2,114 


12,570 


400 


2,125 


24 


10 


13 


24 


10 


12 


GRAZING LF =" NFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARI F INTERIOR 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee 
Fee Adjust- Factors and 
Determi- ment Consi- Basis 
nation (Yrs.) dered $ 
Private 1 No 9.05/AUM 
Rates 
Private 3 No 2.50/AUM 
Rates 
Private 3 No 5.25/AUM 
Rates 
Private 3 No 3.85/AUM 
Rates 


Term 


Lessee 


Lease Varia- Other 


Term. _ble Rights 


<] 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


No 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


pba Sten 


300 


6,000 


2,000 


4,000 


Total 
Grazing 
Income 


$ diture 


19,132 


31,425 


4,914 


81,812 


Range 


Improve- 


ment 
Expen- 


7,576 


0 


6,000 


0 


Policy 
Changes 
Since 

1972 


(Yes/No) 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


= 0ST-= 


SD 


WA 


WA 


WA 


GRAZING LEASE INFORMATION 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 


Maintenance Agency 
Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement 
Retained gency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* 


Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount % % $ Yes No Amount A 8B aT) 


U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 


Madison Waterfowl X 60 40 4,800 X No X 
Mgt. District Record 
Lower Columbia “ x 50 50 0 x x 


River Complex 


Ridgefield 
Willapa 
Columbia White 
Tailed Deer 
Columbia X 60 40 6,000 X X 


Turnbull X 50 50 0 xX X 


eee 


*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 


B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 
C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Season of Use 


Determined By: _ 
Agency Rancher Both 


Length of Use 
Determined By: 
Agency Rancher Both 


ik Foy 


Agency/Region/ 
Project State 


U.S. Coast Guard 


12th Coast CA 
guard District 


GRAZING LEP” “FORMATION 


255 No Record 3 3 Private 
Rates 


U.S. DEPARTHEN XANSPORTATION 
Fre- 
quency Typical 
of fee Other Fee 
Fee Adjust- Factors and Term Lessee 
Acres No. Determi- ment Consi- Basis Lease Varia- Other 
Grazed AUM's Leases Lessees _ nation (Yrs.) dered $ Term ble Rights 


5 No 22.50/Acre 5 No No 


Opera- 
tion 
Costs 


No 
Record 


Range Policy 

Total Improve- Changes 
Grazing ment Since 
Income  Expen- 1972 


$ diture (Yes/No) 


5,043 0 No 


eesti 


URALING LEASE LNFUKMALIUN 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 


Maintenance Agency 


Grazing Fees Expenditures Improvement Season of Use Length of Use 
Retained Agency Rancher Expenditures Rebate Tenure Rights* Determined By: Determined By: _ 
State Agency/Region/Project Yes No Amount % % $ Yes No Amount A B C D gency Rancher Both Agency Rancher Both 
U.S. Coast Guard 
CA 12th Coast Guard X 100 0 X X X X 
District 


- €SI - 


*For Tenure Rights: A - Present tenant has all rights 


B - Present tenant has first right of refusal 


C - Present tenant competes on an equal basis 
D - Other 


Seas Ave 


LE TERATURESCIMED 


Johnston, J., Econometric Methods, 2nd Ed., McGraw-Hill, 1972, D. 214-22), 
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APPENDIX C 


QUESTIONNAIRE 


OMB No. 0596-0072 


Expires October 31, 1983 


GRAZING LEASING ARRANGEMENTS AND USER CHARGES SURVEY 


Please complete the following questions to the best of your knowledge. 


Response 


to this survey is voluntary and not required by law. However, your cooperation 


is very important to ensure timely and accurate information. 


I. GENERAL 


1. Name and Location: 

A. Agency Name 

B. Agency Telephone Number 

Area Code Number 
C. Address 
State Zip Code 
D. Please indicate government agency type 
Federal State Loca] 
E. Name of Contact Person 
Birst initial Last 
F. Telephone Number of Contact Person 
Area Code Number 

Cae GhazZing Statistics: 

A. Total acres leased for grazing 

B. Number of Jeased acres that are irrigated 

C. Number of AUM's AUM's are Animal Unit Months 

Me How many acres that you wish to lease could not be leased under the 

Current lease arrangement and charges? acres 

3. Lease statistics: 

A. Number of separate leases 

B. Number of separate leasees 

C. Size of leases, to 


ee ee ee: 
Minimum acres Maximum acres 
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IT. FEE DETERMINATION 


RAK KKKKK KKK KKK KKK KKK KK 


What general method(s) best describe how your grazing fee is 
determined? (Mark all tnat apply 


A. sealed bid 

oe auction 

ce Set Dy a board or committees 

D. based ugon private lease rates in local area 
Ee negotiated between ageney and rancher 

Ee set by a formula 


set cy BLIT or Forest Service Fees 


PP) 


If grazing fees are arranged several different ways, please 
answer tne following questions: 


A. List the factors in order of importance which determine which 
method is used. 


i 
ee 
ie 
4, 


B. What amount of the total grazing leased and amount of 
grazing fee revenue stem from each fee arrangement? 


Fee Arrangement 
(Use letters A-F Total Grazing Total Fee Revenue 


from questisn iI-1) (Acres ) 5 


4. 


How often is a new grazing fee set? years 


Is obtaining a fair market price the primary objective in setting the 


fee rate? 
Yes | No 


If there are other factors considered in setting the fee, please 
indicate: (Mark all that apply) 


|_| 


A. ability of ranchers to pay 
B. encourage the grazinu of livestock 
Ge encourage loca) economies 


0). Other, Specify 


WW 
uced from E-2 
Leper able copy. Gs 
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KHARKKAA KEK HARK HAKKAR RR KIKI KK AIK HAIR IRI TIRE IIR CR eR te RIC hte eee ee 


6. FOR EACH DIFFERENT METHOD OF FEE DETERMINATION (SEE QUESTION II-1) 


USED BY YOUR AGENCY COMPLETE ONLY THE APPROPRIATE SECTIONS A-F SELOW 


FAIS OI OCI OI IOI TORII SIO TOIT IT IIS IIIT ICT TT Eek Sete ke Sete dese te 


A. OR B. SEALED BID OR AUCTION 


1. Time(s) of year bids are let 


2. Average number of auctions per year 


3. Average number of participants 
4. Distribution of winning bids: 


Rance: § $ 


Low bid Hign bid 


5. Show the typical fee rate and basis upon which it is charged: 


____ aS penAuM 
= 2) 8S pert acre 
_____ 3) $ per pound of livestock gain 
__ 4)_=s«‘$ per cow-calf pair 
_____ 5) =$ per head 
6) fixed yearly fee of $ 
7) other, specify : 


6. Are any other items of value covered by the assessed fee? 


rs +as Jt) herops 
SSO) 2) suse Ota tacii a fies 
3), water rights 
—____ 4) _-—- mineral rights 
5) other, specify all 


ener 


7. What would the estimated fee he without any of the items 
listed in #6? 


$ per 


a 
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C. BOARD OR COMMITTEE SETTING OF FEE: 


1. Is this the board's single most important function? 


2. List factors in order of importance that are considered in 
in setting the fee: 


3. Show the fee rate and basis upon which it is charged: 
1) $ per AUM 

2) $ per acre 

3) $ per pound of livestock gain 

4) § per cow-calf pair 

5) S$ per head 

6) fixed yearly fee of § 


7) other, specify 


4. Are any other items of value covered by the assessed fee? 
1) crops 

2) use of facilities 

3) water rights 

4) mineral rights 


5) other, specify all 


5. What would the estimated fee be without any of the items 
listed in #4? 


$ per 


6. If a fee system is variable (varies among leases or individuals, 
etc.), list the factors that change the fee and by how mucn: 


a» 


Factors Anount 5 5 
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D. COMPARISON WITH PRIVATE LEASE RATES: 


1s 


és 


How 1S the comparaple private lease rate ascertained? 


List the factors in order of importance that are used ‘to adjust 
the private lease rate to arrive at your agency's fee: 


n ion oa 
° ° 


a 


eee Cr 
_—_-_ eee 
ce 
9 a ee ee ee eee 


3. How often are private leases monitored to update the fee? 


SE 


™ 


Show the typical fee rate and basis upon which it is charged: 


1) $ per Au 


Zee Demmacne 


4) S per cow-calf pair 
5) S per head 


6) fixed yearly fee of § 


rr 


3) S$ per pound of livestock aain 


Ie ee CROTROS OCCT EY. eee nee ee ee ee ee 


’ 


Are any other items of value covered by the assessed fee? 


1) crops 

2) use of facilities 
3) water rights 
_____ 4) _=s mineral rights 


5) other, specify all 


SoasennennInEEnEREREEEEEEEnnenanneeneeenmeeeeeeneeeene eee ee! 


What would the estimated fee be wihtout any of the items 


listed in #5? 


$ per 


. 


If a fee system is variable (varies among leases or individuals, 
etc.), list the factors that change the fee and by how muuch: 


Factors 


Amount $ 


TTT 


ae a? a 


E. NEGOTIATION WITH THE RANCHER: 


1. List the factors in order of importance that are considered during 
the renegotiation: 


—____—_—_—_—_—sn ee ee eee 


2. Does the current renter have any fee rights uDon renedotiation: 


3. Show the typical fee rate and basis upon which it is charged: 


1) 


$ per AUM 

S$ per acre 

3 per pound of livestock gain 
$ per cow-calf pair 

S per head 

fixed yearly fee of $ 


other, specify 


4. Are any other items of value covered by the assessed fee? 


ae) 


a BS) 
pees) 
ee 
5) 
5. What would 
listed in 
5 
6. 


crops 

use of facilities 
water rights 
mineral rights 
other, specify al} 


the estimated fee be wihtout any of the items 
#4? 


per 


‘ 


If a fee system is variable (varies among leases or individuals, 


etc.), list tne factors that change the fee and by how much: 


Factors Amount $ - 
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F. SET. BY A FORMULA: 


]. What is the exact formula? 
a ee ee rn eee 


ae ee A ee heel 


2. How was this formula derived? 
PO i AT a alates D2 A 


oe EAE Oe eee 


3. How is the base race determined? 
nen EI SPIO We 


Skueannaeeremnrrimsemmeriese ee ee eee 

4. Where and how are variables that update tne formuia derer-ineg? 
SeySY Ton nunSrceceremns eee nn ate ee 
So mer er a RP a ahem 


5. What is the formula Supd0S2d to accompl isn? 


Ce nr ee ee ASE a kdl CD aecclia pn B DUiea 


6. Show the typical fee rate and basis upon wnicn it is cnarced: 
a IPOS per AGH 
2) §$ per acre 
3) $ per pound of livestock gain 
4) $ per cow-calf pair 
5) $ per head 
6) fixed yearly fee of § 
—___ )_ Othervespecity 
7. Are any other items of value covered by the assessed fee? 


crops 


2) use of facilities 


3) water rishts 
4) mineral rights 


5) other, specify al] 
Piet tk —. 
8. What would the estimated fee be without any of the items 
listed in #7? 


$ per 
J aren th re tS a, vee 


9. If a fee system is variable (varies among leases or individuals, 
etc.), list the factors that change the fee and by how mucn: 


_Factors 2 Amount § * 
ee el ee Ue ee. 
a rh et tt a = eee eT. Siewes 
0 ee ee eee i. eee aoe PTS 
eee oe 
RT se certain he ies sam eae HB —_____ ——— 
I a se a a fe eT dBednat. thy Uy 
d. Seto a it aes 
ee se Sete a 
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ITI. LEASE RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS: (This section is to be completed for each fee 
system -see A-F in question II-1 your agency uses. 


FEI IK IKK IKK HK I ARK FOR I TE KIKI TEI II Fe FH I IK FR II FI TKK IOI TF KF FO ete te ee ee te te ee Ket eke 


1. The numoer of years of lease duration is 


2. If the lease length is variable, list the facczors which d2ternine 
duration: 


3. Does your agency set any requirements to Quali-y for a grazing lease? 
(Mark all that apply) 


A. commensurate property 
B. residency 

Ce Prior use 

D0. type of livestock, (explain) 

oe, Bow, eOthersatl descrite) 


4. Is there any limit as to the amount of grazing any one person can 


lease? | Yes No If so, how mucs? 
es 


5. How is renewal of the lease determined? (Mark all that apply) 
A. the present tenant has all rights 

B. the present tenant has first right of refusal 

(Be the present tenant competes on an equal basis 


D. other, specify 
6. What are the terms of payment? (Mark all that apply) 


A. full payment in advance for term of lease 

8. annual payment at the end of grazinz season 

C. payment at beginning of grazing seeson 
annual payment on lease anniversary 


D 
Es monthly payment 
F. other (explain) 


7. In the lease does the agency or the rancner set the following :toms? 
(Mark all items A - 0) 


Agency Rancher Botn 
- season of use : 
- number of ltivestock/acre wl 
length of use 


location of livestock 


m 8FS Oo... WD lm 


Sub-leasing 

F. Ownersnip of livestock 

H. Breeds or quality of Ivstk 
I. Livestock management 


J. OTHER (specify) 


. BaeTeaee 


A Y-as the grazing tenant in’tne Vease have <2 rcignt co: 
Waickeral ja thavcersoe ley 
etl Vn) *FCONteoiy Soran scr Lshiag 
2s control 211 acc2ss 
3); control venicle access 
le control wildlife 


Si use other resources, 2.g., timber water, etc. 


B. Does the grazing tenant have the right to cnarge for any of the 


o 


above items? Yes 


If the lease is transferred from the present tenant to another, now 
are rance improvements that have been financed oy the present tenant 
exchanged? (Mark all that apply) 

A. The present tenant is compensated by the agency 
3. The present tenant is compensated by che new tenant 
C. The present tenant is compensated by the agency and new tenant 
D. No compensation 1s made 


ce Moveable improvements are allowed to oe removed 


de Nonmoveable improvements are required to be removed 


For the following categories of costs the agency or rancner assumes 
what proportion? 


Agency Rancher 
Category Percentace Percentace 


A. Salting, minerals, supplemental feed 


B. Herding or livestock management 


C. Maintenance 
water facilities 


fence 


other, specify 


D. Transportation of livestock 
E. Veterinary 


F. Other, specify 


Of the above items (in question 11), which ones are set dy the lease 
systein and/or fee systenis? 


Lease set Fee set 
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IV. EXPENDITURES AND RECECEIPTS OF GRAZING Doge, 


wi a eg AGE inact a 5 dei lial bal 


|}. The total amount of grazing fees collected by your agency last year was? 
$ 

2. What is the amount of the grazing revenues retained by your land 
administration agency for its use? $ 

3. If part of the grazing fees are not retained by the agency, describe how 


they are distributed. 


ee ee 


po Vals We WPA ees 


4. Is there a fixed proportion of the grazing fees collected that is 


distributed to: 


($ or %) 
A. Range or grazing division 
B. Field supervision or oversight 
C. Range improvements 


D. Other range or grazing programs, specify 


slits Ais SEGA on ADO + acme 


5. If funds from other sources are used to administer the grazing or 


range program, please answer the following: 


A. What is the source of those funds and the amount? 


3 Source Amount ($) 
ie 
as 
Se 
4. 
B. Are the funds a steady flow: Pays Peat OR meant to 
#111 in as needed when grazing fees are not adequate? ; yes a No 


Cc. Are these funds earmarked for any special program? 


Program Amount ($) or * 
}. Range or grazing division pve Moe 
2, Field supervision or oversight ae Ne ioc 
3. Range improvements fee SS 


4. Other, specify : 


a ae Se eee oe 
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V. RANGE IMPROVEMENT EXPENDITURES (EXCLUDES MAINTENANCE OR COSTS OF GRAZING) 


HEIKKI IKE Te THK FI TF FFI TH IK IIHF KKK KKH KIKI KKK KKK KKK KKK KKH KKK HK KK KKK KK HK KEK 


1. How much expenditure was made last year for range improvements? 
Dollars % by Landlord 
A. Fencing 
B. Water development 
C. Soil-vecetation improvement 


D. Other, soecify 


2. HOW much rebate or aiscount on fees was given 


improvement expenditures? 


3. When permanent improvements are installed: 


A. Who has legal ownersnip of the movable (improvement) facilities 


(e.g., tanks)? Tenant | Landlord 


B. Who has legal ownership of non-movable improvements (e.g., spraying)? 


| | Tenant Par Landlord 


C. How is the resulting increase in carrying capacity allocated? 


ae Tenant ee Landlord 


4. Are lease terms altered if the tenant participates in improvement cost: 


A. Can lease be terminated before useful life of improvement expires? 
B. Coes compensaticn have to be made to tenant if lease is terminated? 


C. In what way are lease contracts rewritten? 


ees 
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VI. POLICY CHANGES 


RR KK KKK KKK KK KK 


1. Has vour agency altered its evazing policy since i970 ate ko: Yes 


If yes, please indicate policy changes and the vear of change. 


Policy Change 


Year of Cnange 


Fee determination 


method of fee determination 
variable fee system 

items included 

rate basis 

other 


NP WM 
o «fee < 


B. Lease policy 


duration of lease 
Qualification for lease 
limits of acreage amount 
renewal riants 

lease manacement 

other use management 

range improvement transfer 
lease terms 

other 


WONAMNHhWN — 
Ooo) Sie arate ARs). eal Gg 


C. Expenditures and receiots 


percentage retained 

distribution of non-retained fees 
distribution of retained fees 
sources of non-fee funds 

other 


NhHWNM— 
Oo (oe ay ere 


D. Range improvements 


amounts of range improvement 
rebate or discounts on policy 
ownership of improvements 
lease terms and improvements 
other 


NewWwn— 
| Shee 


E. Costs of grazing 


1. proportion of cost-sharing 
2. fee or lease terms and costs 
3. other 


2. What was the reason for the policy chanae? 
A. Reason for fee policy change 


B. Reason for lease policy change 


C. Reason for expenditure and receipt policy chanae 
D. Reason for range improvements policy change 


E. Reason for costs of grazing policy Change 
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APPENDIX D 
GRAZING FEE FORMULAS USED BY STATE LAND AGENCIES 


This appendix contains a summary of each formula that is used by 
state land agencies. The formulas and factors used in the formulas are 
described. | 

Fees charged during 1981 are reported herein. Fees are in a constant 
state of flux from year to year. For example, the fee reported for the 
Idaho Department of State Lands is the highest fee ever charged by that 
department. To maintain consistency, fees reported here are fees charged 


during the calendar or fiscal year of 1981. 


- 1697= 


ARIZONA 

Prior to 1982, the formula was based on 22% (required by statute) 
of the value of a hundred weight average price of beef from the previous 
year. In 1981, the average per cut of beef in 1980 was $63.642. 


Grazing Fee per A.U.= .22 x $63.642 - $14.00124 
This equates to $1.17 per AUM. 


The formula was revised April 22, 1982 and is similar to the PRIA 
formula. The difference is that the Base Fee ($1.23) is reduced by $0.28 
for range improvement investment and tax paid on improvement by grazing 


lessees on state land. 


Grazing Fee per AUM - (Base Fee - .28) x BPI + FVI - PPI 


100 
where: BPI = Beef Price Index 
FVI = Forage Value Index 
PPI = Prices Paid Index 


For the period 7/10/82 to 6/30/83, the rate per AUM was 


($1.23 - $.28) (288 + 27 = 359) = $1.4345/AUM 


COLORADO 

Colorado State Land Board has been examining the possibility of using 
a formula, but the Board has set the grazing fee through 1982. Factors that 
are considered are current private lease rates, revenue needs of the state, 
and current economic conditions of the rancher as reflected by beef prices. 
Private lease rates are appraised every 3 years. The grazing fee is equal to 
the base rate as determined by the Board, plus an application fee ($0.75 per 
160 acres). A new fee is set every 3 years. 
MONTANA 

Montana Department of State Lands uses a formula to set a minimum 
bid to be used in sealed bidding for grazing. The formula was changed in 


1979, and is based on the average beef price of the previous year as 
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reported by Montana's Livestock Statistical Report. 

Grazing Fee per AUM - 6 x Average Beef Price oer 1b 
The fee in 1981 was $3.47 per AUM 
NEW MEXICO 

The Surface Division of the Commission of Public Lands administers 
grazing in New Mexico. The Commissioner working with the legislature 
establishes a base rate which was established until 1971 at $6.40/AU. From 
1971 through 1975 this was increased 20% per year. In 19/76, the rate was 
two times the 1971 rate ($12.80/AU). In 1981, the rate was set at three 
times the 1971 rate ($19.20/AU or $1.60/AUM). A formula is used to determine 
dollar charge per acre based on carrying capabity in AU's per section. 
OKLAHOMA 

Through 1982, Commissioner of the Land Office used a formula base on 
a variable market method. The fee is based on the value of the commodity 
that the forage produces, but can be adjusted by the Commissioner. 

Grazing Fee for one cow per year = 1/3(450 1b calf) x (cwt Calf Price) 
The calf price is determined by a weighted monthly average of 500 1b and under 
calves as reported by the Oklahoma Crop Reporting Service. 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

South Dakota Department of Schools and Public Lands uses a formula to 


set minimum bids and this is adjusted annually. 


20% (5 yr-average prive of 425 1b calf)(425 
12 months 


Grazing fee per AUM = 
The 20% factor has been modified. In 1979, 1980 and 1981, 25% was used instead 
of 20%. In 1978, the statuatory formula would have made the fee $2.94/AUM, but 


the Commissioner established $4,00/AUM. In 1982, a 23% factor was used. 
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25% (.6205) (425) 


1981 rate; 1D = $5.49/AUM 
1982 rate: 22 ee 425) = §5.56/AUM 
WASHINGTON 


The Department of Natural Resources uses a formula to determine mini- 
mum bids for public auctions. The formula is based on the amount of beef that 
is the state's share per AUM. This is based on the average monthly gain 
(50 lbs) on livestock on range, the average stockman's investment assigned to 
land (40%) and the landlord's fair share of income (30%). 

50 Ibs x 40% x 30% = 6 Ibs or the state's share per AUM 
A weighted beef price is calculated based on the previous year's prices of 
calves, steers, and heifers, and cows as reported by the USDA Statistical 
Reporting Service. 

Grazing Fee per AUM = (weighted beef price per pound) x 6 lbs 
WYOMING | 

The Wyoming State Land Board uses a formula which sets the upper and 
lower limits that it can charge for leasing state lands. The minimum is 
2% of the appraised rental value and the maximum is 54%. Currently the 
aggregate land value to erencre one Animal Unit for 12 months is set at 
$600. Current rate of the appraised rental value is 3.33%. 


$600 x CHER LE eer pes 


Grazing Fee per AUM = 
Formulae for individual leases that are used are: 


A. Acres per AUM x 12 mos = Acres per AU 


$600 Base per AU _ 
ee Se = Value per Acre 


B. Value per Acre x % of Appraised Value = charge per Acre 


Charge per Acre x Acres per AUM = charge per AUM 
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OTHER STATES 

The land board or commission determines the grazing fees in Idaho, 
Nebraska, Oregon, and Utah. California uses PRIA, negotiation, and competitive 
bids depending on the lease. North Dakota uses public auctions. Neither 


Kansas nor Nevada have state lands. 


Lid 
APPENDIX E 


GRAZING FEE STATISTICS SUMMARIZED BY 
TYPE OF GOVERNMENT 


Agencies are sorted by the type of government (local, state, or federal). 
The SPSS software package on the Colorado State University computer was 
used to compute the statistics displayed. Variables broken out by govern- 
ment type include: total acres, total revenue, Animal Unit Months (AUM) 
AUM's per acre, dollar receipts per AUM, dollar receipts per acre, the 
number of leases, the number of lessees, lease duration, improvement 
expenditures, irrigated acres, and responses to questions regarding 
whether or not the free market value of grazing was a determinant of the 
fee charged. | 

Note that total and mean values displayed are totals and means of values 
reported by responding agencies; agencies not surveyed or which did not 
respond are obviously not included. Since our survey did not include every 
agency and not every agency surveyed responded to every question, the totals 
displayed must not be interpreted as complete sums of measured variables by 
government type. Statistics displayed in this appendix are totals and means 


of values reported by responding agencies ONLY. 


Ssh ihe 


APPENDIX E 
FOOTNOTES: 


Dollar values are values reported by agencies. Values are not total 
values divided by units of grazing unless the agency indicated that it 


used this division. 


Free market values as reported here is the percent of agencies reporting 
that “obtaining a fair market price" was "the primary objective in 
setting the fee rate." See question II -4 of the Questionnaire in 


Appendix C. 


Non-free market proxies is a frequency distribution of yes-no responses 


to question II-5 of the Questionnaire (Appendix C) 


Government 


Federal 
State 
Local 


INCLUDED 
AGENCIES 


= 173 = 


TABLE El 


TOTAL ACRES BY GOVERNMENT 


Total = ~— Mean 
Pees. lt 64,208.11 
41,118,087 1,174,802.49 

410,966 hO <eae4Ah5 
SZidas COS 2a) s0 x06 


Standard 


Deviation 


241,295.56 
25442,185.39 
38,613.82 
1,005,607.01 


Number of 


Observations 


174 
35 
40 

249 


Government - 


Federal 
State 
Local 


INCLUDED 
AGENCIES 


TOTAL 


Total 
25,575,699 
19,371,055 

2,152,590 
47,099,344 
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TABLE E2 


REVENUE BY GOVERNMENT 


$ 


Mean 
147836. 41 
605345.47 

55194.62 


193030.10 - 


$ 
Standard 


Deviation 


798342.17 
1146726. 16 
159718.58 
806078. 88 


Number of 


Observations 


173 
32 
39 

244 
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TABLE E3 


TOTAL AUM's BY GOVERNMENT 


AGENCIES 


7,148,470 


Government Total Mean Ra eSh Tee 
Federal 2,274,609 23,943.25 126,055.01 95 
State 3,753,470 163,194.35 337,330.65 23 
Local 120,392 10,032.67 14,936.35 12 
INCLUDED 54,568.47 201,487.85 131 


Government 
Federal 
State 
Local 


INCLUDED AGENCIES 
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TABLE E4 


AUM/ACRE BY GOVERNMENT 


Mean 
20.81 

.29 
1.13 
15.24 


Standard 


Deviation 


193.36 
4] 
1.61 
164.58 


Number of 


Observations 


92 
23 
12 
127 


Government 
Federal 
State 
Local 


INCLUDED AGENCIES 


Footnote l. 
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TABLE £5 


$/AUM BY GOVERNMENT 


$ 
Standard 


Deviation 


Number of 


Observations 


127 
3] 
18 

176 


Government 
Federal 
State 
Local 


INCLUDED AGENCIES 


Footnote 1 
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TABLE £6 


$/ACRE BY GOVERNMENT 


$ | stahanta 
Mean Deviation 
4.74 8.11 
bis bea/ 
1.99 9298 
7.76 9.41] 


Number of 


Observations 


32 
5 


a 


- 18ig~ 


TABLE Ee Eid 


NUMBER OF LEASES BY GOVERNMENT 


Standard Number of 
Government Total Mean Deviation Observations 
Federal 18-3093 105.64 457.32 176 
State 34,087 973791 T.01s.90 20 
Local ae 6.78 12.19 40 
INCLUDED Se OL 210.96 772.42 251 


AGENCIES 
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TABLE E8 


NUMBER OF LESSEES BY GOVERNMENT 


Standard Number of 
Government Total Mean Deviation Observations 
Federal 9,163 54.54 233.43 168 
State 20,340 701238 ° mele 37 29 
Local 252 6.30 10.56 40 
INCLUDED 29,755 125.55 523.54 237 


AGENCIES 


Government 
Federal 
State 
Local 


INCLUDED AGENCIES 
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TABLE E9 


MEAN LEASE DURATION (YEARS) BY GOVERNMENT 


Standard 
Mean Deviation 
3203 BeeR) 
Smeal 3.69 
2.90 1.74 


Number of 


Observations 


179 
37 
39 

Zao 


Government 


Federal 
State 
Local 


INCLUDED 
AGENCIES 


Pai 3) ae 


TABLE £10 


IMPROVEMENT EXPENDITURES BY GOVERNMENT 


Total 
573,513 
471,222 
42,636 
1,087,371 


$ 


Mean 
6,909.80 
18,123.92 
1,218.17 
7,551.19 


$ 
Standard 


Deviation 


20,672.86 
39,834.59 
4,928.14 
235,050 800 


Number of 


Observations 


83 
26 
35 

144 
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TABLE E11 


IRRIGATED ACRES BY GOVERNMENT 


AGENCIES 


Standard Number of 
Government pigza |: Mean Deviation Observations 
Federal 43,911 385.18 BCL. 05 114 
State 480,289 14,554.21 533003750 33 
Local ener) 564.93 2,699.6] 40 
INCLUDED 546 5795 2,924.04 Peni oGeee 187 


bovernnent 
Federal 
State 
Local 


INCLUDED AGENCIES 


Footnote 2 
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TABLE E12 


FREE MARKET VALUE BY GOVERNMENT 


Standard 

Mean Deviation 
"493 bos 
76 44 

61 200 

78 4] 


Number of 


Observations 


156 
37 
38 

23] 


Government 
Federal 
State 
Local 


INCLUDED AGENCIES 


Footnote 3 
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TABLE E13 


NON-FREE MARKET PROXIES BY GOVERNMENT 


Standard 

Mean Deviation 
44 as) 
1500 vs: 1.18 
4659 442 
55 257 


Number of 


Observations 


158 
37 
39 

234 
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APPENDIX F 


GRAZING FEE STATISTICS SUMMARIZED BY STATE 


Agencies are sorted by state. All surveyed local, state, and federal 
agencies are included. The SPSS software package on the Colorado State 
University computer was used to commits the statistics displayed. Variables 
are broken out by total acres, total revenue, animal unit months (AUM's), 
AUM's per acre, dollar receipts per AUM, dollar receipts per acre, number of 
leases, number of lessees, lease durations, improvement expenditures, 
irrigated acres, and responses to questions regarding whether the free 
market value of grazing was a determinant of the fee charaed. 

Note that total and mean values displayed are totals and means of values 
reported by responding agencies; agencies not surveyed or which did not 
respond are obviously not included. Since our survey did not include every 
agency and not every agency surveyed responded to every question, the SS 
displayed must not be interpreted as complete sums of measured variables. 
Statistics displayed in this appendix are totals and means of values reported 


by responding agencies ONLY. 


- 189 - 


APPENDIX F 


FOOTNOTES: 


Dollar values are values reported by agencies. Values are not total 
values divided by units of grazing unless the agency indicated that 


it used this division. 


Free market values as reported here is the percent of agencies reporting 
that “obtaining a fair market price" was "the primary objective in 
getting the fee rate." See question II-4 of the Questionnaire in 


Appendix C. 


Non-free market proxies is a frequency distribution of yes-no responses 


to question II-5 of the QUESTIONNAIRE (Appendix C). 


State 


Arizona 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 

Kansas 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 


INCLUDED 
POPULATION 
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CONDENSED TABLE BY STATE 


Total Acres 


2,946,065. 
(5,048,038. 


14,774. 
(36,148. 


167 ,892. 
(638,958. 


221,876. 
(657,148. 


2,060. 
(4,227. 


664,750. 
Cl Ay ote. 


1631522 
(370,707. 


41,904. 
oi We) Hee 


1,146,014. 
(3,280,649. 


304 ,513. 
(734,855. 


41,316. 
(119,413. 


118,402. 
(222,800. 


74,083. 
(242,962. 


652,675. 
(1520959997 


111,375 
(284 ,624. 


933,316. 
(1,358,987. 


211,651 
(1,005,607. 


ie) 


33 
87) 


66 
09) 


44 
94) 


60 
53} 


50 
69) 


82 
08) 


18 
46) 


70 
46) 


45 
34) 


50 
41) 


68 
59) 


92 


33) 


67 
88) 


60 
26) 


00 


49) 


86 
59) 


. 66 


01) 


Number of 
Leases 


395.00 
(780.01) 


Ls02 
(10.94) 


154.50 
(669.79) 


173.09 
(477.75) 


22.94 
(73.96) 


1,064.15 
(1,847.24) 


84.91 
(265.07) 


6.29 
t1GeoL} 


586.73 
(1,648.16) 


420.70 
(845.87) 


238.42 
(669.35) 


32.42 
(72.70) 


276.67 
(883.77) 


641.00 
(1,239.42) 


Ei) 
(394.32) 


497.75 
(1,374.42) 


210.96 
(772.42) 


$ Per 
Acre 


9.48 
(4.86) 


jigds 
(11.92) 


§:63 
(6.19) 


'$ Per 


AUM 


Su99 
(6.46) 


G.2i 
(4.93) 


4.92 
(1.73) 


6.20 
(8252) 


5.74 
(2.80) 


5.88 
(2.40) 


8.47 
(3.28) 


3.04 
(1226) 


4.41 
(2.83) 


63 
25) 


6 
( 

4.98 
2150) 


5.41 
(3.24) 


7.76 
(1-53) 


6.59 
(4.17) 


5.20 
(2.78) 


7.00 


(0) 


6.44 
(3.79) 


Total 
AUM's 


4245193. 
(732.581: 


40,809. 
(178,394. 


£92 5435: 
(2,064. 


42,998. 
(102,046. 


3,704. 
(135% 


64,704. 
(80,823. 


4,185. 
(Ss2ese 


4,664. 
(4.464. 
398. 
(376. 


I735e0L 


219,609. 
(ay esras: 


1025105 
(19,805. 


56,710 


795 S300 


(104,178 


5,938. 
(7,829. 


190 5997 


(201,487 


67 
23) 


45 
88 ) 


a7 
17) 


00 
74) 


00 
76) 


20 
99) 


80 
45) 


40 
78; 


ay, 
83} 


00 
(452,744. 


35) 


33 
16) 


18 
87) 


00 
(134,758. 


65) 
00 


04) 


30 
61; 


. 80 
(414,122. 


34,568. 


43) 


47 


635; 


State 
Arizona 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 

Kansas 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 


INCLUDED 
POPULATION 


TOTAL ACRES BY STATE 


Total 
8 838,195 
856 ,930 
3,022,064 
2,218,766 
32,968 
7,312,259 
1,299,663 
419,047 
12,606,159 
3,045,135 
1,404,767 
1,420,835 
889,004 
3,263,378 
2,338,875 
3,733,218 


~ 52,701,263 
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hess a ie 


Mean 
2,946,065. 
14,774. 
167,892. 
221,876. 
2,060. 
664,750. 
118,151. 
41,904. 
1,146,014. 
304,513. 
41,316. 
118,402. 
74,083. 
652,675. 
111,375. 
533,316. 
211,651. 


Standard 


Deviation 


5,048 ,038.87 
36,148.09 
638,958.94 
657,148.53 
4,227.69 

1, 1763372208 
370,707.46 
51,915.46 
3,280,649. 34 
734,855.91 
119,413.59 
222,800.33 
242,962.88 
1, 2099999826 
284,624.49 
1,3583937,59 
1,005,607.01 


Number of 


Observations 


3 
58 


State 
Arizona 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 

Kansas 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 


INCLUDED 
POPULATION 


TOTAL REVENUE BY STATE 


Total 
1,493,271 
3,751,041 

205,830 

984 ,420 

140,159 

11,197,845 
248 623 

114,223 
3,180,733 
9,512,258 

11,158,583 
704 ,598 
1,513,326 
512,317 
730,179 
1,851,937 
47,099,344 
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TABLE F2 


$ 


Mean 


373,93 1¥e 
66,982. 
11,435. 
98 ,442. 

9,343. 

93351535 
24,862. 
10,3833 

318,073. 

951 225, 

348,705. 
64,054. 

126,110. 

102,463. 
34,770. 

230599 1a 

193,030. 


$ 
Standard 


Deviation 


739,670.73 
142,773.18 
9,038.78 
279,941.62 
27,011.79 
1,418,133.11 
37,490.81 
7,101.85 
946,614.41 
2,635,528. 38 
1,146,565,59 
71,402.24 
396 568.65 
174,152.20 


76,825.82 


574,388.15 
806 ,078.88 


Number of 


Observations 


4 
56 
18 
10 
15 
12 
10 
1] 
10 
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TABLE F3 


TOTAL AUM's BY STATE 


Standard Number of 
State Total Mean Deviation Observations 
Arizona yar Pasiote | 424,193.67 132,331 823 3 
California 265,093 40,809.45 178,394.88 31 
Colorado Concec 2,435.17 2,064.17 12 
Idaho 300 , 986 42,998.00 102,046.74 7 
Kansas 7,408 3,704.00 135.76 2 
Montana 647 ,042 64,704.20 80,823.99 10 
Nebraska 20,925 4,185.80 6,323.45 5 
Nevada 46 ,644 4,664.40 4,464.75 10 
New Mexico 2,/90 398.57 376.83 7 
North Dakota 1,212,967 173,281.00 452,744.35 7 
Oklahoma 658 ,828 219,609.33 3725152206 3 
Oregon 170,678 15,516.18 19,805587 1] 
South Dakota 340 ,260 56,710.00 134,758.65 6 
Utah 158 ,670 79,335.00 104,178.04 2 
Washington SIS: 5,938.30 74829.6) 10 
Wyoming 954 ,989 190,997.80 414,122.43 5 
INCLUDED 6,148,471 47 296.93 184 ,200.38 130 


POPULATION 


State 
Arizona 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 

Kansas 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Utah 
Washington 


Wyoming 


INCLUDED POPULATION 


= 1947-! 


TABLE F4 


AUM/ACRE BY STATE 


Mean 
.08 
1.00 
ye 
38 
51 
20 
62 
44 
.08 
61 


68 
98 
a1 
78 
55) 
es) 


Standard 
Deviation 


06 
1AS 


97 


ee. 
09 
10 
58 
6] 
Aids 
aoe 
aac 
ans 
oe 
ib As 
1.26 
06 
gk 


Number of 


Observations 


3 


= 
~~ oOo | Oo eM SQ eo 


State 
Arizona 

California 

Colorado 

Idaho 

Kansas 

Montana 

Nebraska 

Nevada 

New Mexico 

North Dakota 
Oklahoma 

Oregon 

South Dakota 

Utah 

Washington 

Wyoming 

INCLUDED POPULATION 


Footnote 1 
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TABLE F5 


$/AUM BY STATE 


[@)) 


(ep) 


Hn N 


Co wm 


$ 
Standard 


6 


] 


PO WwW 


Deviation 
. 46 
4, 


a 


3 
el 
80 
-40 
28 
aco 
Jee 
25 
200 
24 
a 
oy 
78 


0 


79 


Number of 


Observations 


2 
44 
9 


176 


State 
California 
Colorado 

Idaho 

Montana 
Nebraska 

Nevada 

New Mexico 
North Dakota 
Oklahoma 

Oregon - 

South Dakota 
Washington 
Wyoming 
INCLUDED POPULATION 


Footnote 1 
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TABLE F6 


$/ACRE BY STATE 


$ 
Standard 


Deviation 


4.86 
11.92 
6.19 


10.28 
Peay iS 


Number of 


Observations 


1] 
6 
2 


59 
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TABLE F7 


NUMBER OF LEASES BY STATE 


State pret Mean Pe uindod obaeisiatdons 
Arizona 1,580 395.00 _ 780.01 4 
California 400 102 10.94 ay 
Colorado 3,090 154.50 669.79) 20 
Idaho 1,904 173.09 477.75 1] 
Kansas 367 22.94 73.96 16 
Montana 13,834 1,064.15 1,847.24 13 
Nebraska 934 84.9] 265.07 11 
Nevada 50 yrds 10251 8 
New itexico 6 454 586.73 1,648.16 11 
North Dakota 4,207 420.70 845.87 10 
Oklahoma 7,868 238.42 669.35 33 
Oregon Gy 32.42 72.70 12 
South Dakota ye) 276.67 883.77 12 
Utah 2,564 641.00 1,239.42 4 
Washington 2,007 05 51 . 394.32 21 
Wyoming 3,982 497.75 1,374.42 8 
INCLUDED 52,951 210.96 772.42 251 


POPULATION 
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TABLE F8 


NUMBER OF LESSEES 


State Total Mean 
Arizona 1,461 365. 
California 340 6. 
Colorado 2,523 148. 
Idaho 1,279 ) Vey: 
Kansas 61 4. 
- Montana 3,115 283. 
Nebraska 48 4. 
Nevada 65 8. 
New Mexico 7,694 709. 
North Dakota 3,124 gles 
Oklahoma 25039 83. 
Oregon 375 31. 
South Dakota 1,824 lec; 
Utah 2,410 602. 
Washington 186 9. 
Wyoming ies. t 326. 
INCLUDED . Five od Bok 125. 


POPULATION 


BY STATE 

Standard 

Deviation 
25 Tee s17 
07 8.98 
58 629.99 
90 376.80 
07 3.28 
18 430.42 
80 S707, 
13 10.64 
40 1,792.54 
40 604.26 
54 164.91 
25 72.47 
00 455.3] 
50 1,159.78 
30 16.60 
38 891.74 
55 523.54 


Number of 


Observations 


State 
Arizona 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 

Kansas 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 
INCLUDED POPULATION 


TABLE F9 


MEAN LEASE DURATION (YEARS) BY STATE 


wo wo 


Pb wo fF 


Standard 


3. 
ms 
4. 
ey 


Deviation 


69 
15 
08 
58 


45 
. 88 
53 
690 
.70 
83 
$34 
493 
o3t 
61 
.65 
63 
.60 


Number of 


Observations 


4 
58 
20 
1] 
16 
13 


ashe) 


=-2o) = 


TABLE F10 


. IMPROVEMENT EXPENDITURES BY STATE 


STATES 


$ eutone Number of 
State Total Mean Deviation Observations — 
_ Arizona 10,498 3,499.33 6,061.02 3 
California 108 ,758 3,580.32 10,103.51 31 
Colorado 68,500 4,566.67 15,409.72 15 
Idaho 9 1429 3.40 7 
Kansas 35,506 17,753.00 5,307.54 2 
Montana 336 ,000 33,600.00 45 ,387.71 10 
Nebraska 0 0 0 8 
Nevada 4,120 412.00 885 . 87 10 
New Mexico 3,600 400.00 1,200.00 9 
North Dakota 43,500 8,700.00 19,453.79 =) 
Oklahoma 187 ,036 18,703.60 55,046.20 10 
Oregon 30,300 6,060.00 10, 833765 5 
South Dakota | 7,300 1,825.00 29307205 4 
“Utah 156 ,850 39,212.50 45,595.84 4 
Washington 85,380 6,098.57 17,683.30 14 
Wyoming deuce le cee 2,941.32 7 
INCLUDED 1,087,471 74551009 23,635.33 144 


State 
Arizona 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 

Kansas 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Utah 


INCLUDED 
POPULATION 


IRRIGATED ACRES BY STATE 


Total 
0 
19,783 
159,713 
4,146 


1,120 
13,468 
2 

rap pee BA] 
546,795 


=-201 = 


TABCE: Fit 


Phy he ls 
2,924. 


Standard 


2,626. 
36,256. 


981 


5,881 


St 
342. 
36. 


ray & 
3,744. 


Det. 
ES A SNe 


Deviation 


0 
49 
12 


01 


0 


96 


Number of 


Observations 


3 
42 
17 
11 


187 


State 
Arizona 
California 
Colorado 

Idaho 

Kansas 

Montana 
Nebraska 

Nevada 

New Mexico 
North Dakota 
Oklahoma 

Oregon 

South Dakota 
Utah 

Wasnington 
Wyoming 
INCLUDED STATES 


Footnote 2 


pacueier 


TABLE F12 


FREE MARKET VALUE BY STATE 


-50 
82 
50. 
-80 
1.00 
75 
.63 
-50 
82 
-86 
1.00 
78 
.86 
.60 
./8 
-50 
218 


Standard 


Deviation 


58 
,39 


Number of 


Observations 


4 
56 
20 


tele 


TABLE F13 


NON-FREE MARKET PROXIES BY STATE 


Standard Number of 

State Mean Deviation Observations 
Arizona .50 .58 4 
‘California. . 46 Te 59 
Colorado ui 85 | 20 
Idaho .30 .48 10 
Kansas 19 40 16 
Montana 1425 1617 8 

_ Nebraska .90 .76 8 
Nevada 1.10 . 88 10 
New Mexico o94 94 1a 
North Dakota Beg 1.38 7 
Oklahoma 38 289 34 
Oregon 219 i238 9 
South Dakota 14 . 38 Z 
Utah 80 1.30 5 
Washington 250 .99 18 
Wyoming ~ aK. ee 8 
INCLUDED STATES ee .87 GEL 


Footnote 3 


- 204 - 


APPENDIX G 


GRAZING FEE STATISTICS SUMMARIZED 
BY FEE DETERMINATION METHOD 


Agencies are sorted by grazing fee determination method. The SPSS 
software package on the Colorado State University computer was used to 
compute the statistics displayed. Variables are broken out by total 
acres, total revenue, animal unit months (AUM's), AUM's per acre, dollar 
receipts per AUM, dollar receipts per acre, number of leases, number of 
lessees, lease durations, improvement expenditures, irrigated acres, and 
responses to questions regarding whether the free market value of grazing 
was a determinant of the fee charged, 

Note that total and mean values displayed are totals and mean values of 
values reported by responding agencies; agencies not surveyed or which did 
not respond are obviously not included. Since our survey did not include 
every agency and not every agency surveyed responded to every question, the 
totals displayed must not be interpreted as complete sums of measured variables. 
Statistics displayed in this appendix are totals and means of values 


reported by responding agencies ONLY. 


<a 


APPENDIX G 
FOOTNOTES: 


1. Dollar values are values reported by agencies. Values are not total 
values divided by units of grazing unless the agency indicated that it 


used this division. 


2. Free market values as reported here is the percent of agencies reporting 
that “obtaining a fair market price" was "the primary objective in setting. 


the fee rate." See question II-4 of the Questionnaire in Appendix C. 


3. Non-free market proxies is a frequency distribution of yes-no responses 


to question II-5 of the Questionnaire (Appendix C). 
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TABLE Gl 


MEAN ACRES BY FEE DETERMINATION METHOD 


Fee 

Determination 
Method 

Sealed Bids 
Auction 
Set by Board 
Comparison with Private Rates 
Negotiated 
Formula 


BLM or USFS 
ALL METHODS 


Mean Value 


190,801.20 
310,824.33 
954,037.60 
40,216.59 
595138.97 
VeLgigsol wie 
82,938.59 
211,651.66 


Standard 


Deviati 


1,048,120. 
366,753. 
1,179,002. 
118,760. 
1325/05. 
2,//2,234. 
145,270. 
1,005,607. 


on 
93 
06 
5] 
86 
2) 


Number of 


Observations 


Wee: 
6 
10 
8] 
23 
26 
17 
249 


TYAN by 


TABLE G2 


MEAN REVENUE BY METHOD OF FEE DETERMINATION 


Fee 

Determination 
ivethod 

Sealed Bids 
Auction 
Set by Board 
Comparison with Private Rates 
Negotiated 
Formula 


BLM or USFS 
ALL METHODS 


Mean Value 


200,157.85 
521,231.17 
214,614.88 
107 850.36 
39,817.10 
706 622.88 
18,771.76 
193,030.10 


$ 
Standard 


Deviation 


908,492.50 


592,070.94 


310,247.09 
617,548.30 
77,578.64 
1,241,610. 70 
45,552.92 
806,078.88 


Number of 


Observations 


Ve 


Fee 
Determination 
Method 
Sealed Bids 
Auction 
Set by Board 


Comparison with 
Private Rates 


Negotiated 

Formula 

BLM or USFS 
ALL METHODS 
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TABLE G3 


MEAN AUM's BY FEE DETERMINATION METHOD 


Total 
2,276,764 
344,828 
510,519 
373,955 


57,013 
3,338 ,068 
91,061 
6,148,471 


Mean Value 


eee Sey fe 


172,414.00 
85,086.50 
7,332.45 


5,701.30 
185,448.22 
7,004.69 
47,295.93 


Standard 


Deviation 


167,825 ,58 
225,376.14 
108,193.41 
IZ.//2.02 


73139709 
375,596.97 
14,960.49 
184,200.38 


Number of 


Observations 


55 
2 
6 

51 


10 
18 
12 
130 


AUM/ACRE BY FEE DETERMINATION METHOD 


Fee 

Determination 
Method 

Sealed Bids 
Auction 
Set by Board 
Comparison with Private Rates 
Negotiated 
Formula 


BLM or USFS 
ALL METHODS 
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TABLE G4 


Mean Value 


noe 
24 
1.18 
.68 
90 
~49 
48 
63 


Standard 


Deviation 


sale 


Number of 


Observations 


53 
2 
6 

49 

10 

18 

13 


120 


$/AUM BY FEE DETERMINATION METHOD 


Fee 
Determination 
Method 
Sealed Bids 
Auction 
Set by Board 
Comparison with Private Rates 


Negotiated 


Formula 


ALL METHODS 


Footnote l 
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TABLE G5 


Mean Value 


7203 
o719 
6.02 
5.51 
4.58 
5.49 


6.44 


$ 
Standard 


Deviation 


4.16 


Number of 


Observations 


102 


176 


yt 


TABLE G6 


MEAN $/ACRE BY FEE DETERMINATION METHOD 


ech $ Standard Number of 
Method Mean Value Deviation Observations 
Sealed Bids 5.91 7.64 29 
Auction Ii s6e 9.88 3 
Set by Board 10225 1.259 3 
Comparison with Private Rates Ate eos 13 
Negotiated oil 5.60 r 
Formula 8.61] ey 2 
BLM or USFS eL9 0 ] 
ALL METHODS (Bethe 9.4] 59 


Footnote 1 
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TABLE G7 


MEAN NUMBER OF LEASES BY FEE DETERMINATION METHOD 


Fee 

Determination 
Method 

Sealed Bids 
Auction 
Set by Board 
Comparison with Private Rates 
Negotiated 
Formula 


BLM or USFS 
ALL METHODS 


190. 
934. 
S35. 

70. 
10e 
900. 

34. 
210. 


Mean Value 


78 
83 


Standard 


818. 
1,415. 
1,133. 

421. 

385. 
1,746. 

73. 
iia 


Deviation 


78 


Number of 


Observations 


134 
6 
10 
82 
22 
26 
LZ 
Zo 
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TABLE G8 


MEAN NUMBER OF LESSEES BY FEE DETERMINATION METHOD 


Fee 

Determination 
Method 

Sealed Bids 
Auction 
Set by Board 
Comparison with Private Rates 
Negotiated 
Formula 


BLM or USFS 
ALL METHODS 


Mean Value 


Standard 


ATAS 
808. 
W097: 


O25. 


Deviati 


on 
13 
77 
bY. 


94 
. 08 


te: 


./0 


54 


Number of 


Observations 


127 
6 

9 
78 
19 
rag 
15 
ao? 


MEAN DURATION OF LEASE (YEARS) BY FEE DETERMINATION METHOD 


Fee 

Determination 
Method 

Sealed Bids 
Auction 
Set by Board 
Comparison with Private Rates 
Negotiated 
Formula 


BLM or USFS - 
ALL METHODS 
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TABLE G9 


oO FSP> FPF WwW PH fF 


Mean Value 
45 
ma | 
78 
. 83 
26 
46 
00 
79 


Standard 


Deviation 


2.05 

. 82 
3.63 
2.60 
And i 
3.47 
4,03 
2.60 


Number of 


Observations 


137 


MEAN IMPROVEMENT EXPENDITURES BY FEE DETERMINATION METHOD 


Fee 

Determination 

Method 
Sealed Bids 
Auction 
Set by Board 
Comparison with Private Rates 
Negotiated 
Formula 


BLM or USFS 
ALL METHODS 
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TABLE G10 


Mean Value 


O27 5, 

500. 
Z1072. 
23447. 
11631. 
coAg 
6667. 
43163. 


03 
00 
00 
57 
95 
21 
20 
67 


$ 
Standard 


85266. 

lize: 
895.50. 
40594. 
31508. 
50286. 
eool9. 
72836. 


Deviation 


00 
03 


Number of 


Observations 


103 
5 

8 
54 
19 
19 
15 
186 
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TABLE Gl1l 


IRRIGATED ACRES BY FEE DETERMINATION HETHOD 


Fee 

Determination 
Method 

Sealed Bids 
Auction 
Set by Board 
Comparison with Private Rates 
Negotiated 
Formula 


BLM or USFS 
ALL METHODS 


591. 
4096. 
16100. 
828. 
123! 
13089. 
874. 
2924. 


Mean Value 


18 
17 
80 
57 
52 
48 


63 


04 


Standard 


2604. 
10023. 
47150. 

3791s 

276. 
54106. 

Z5ae% 

Feiss ka 


on 


Deviati 


ae 
72 
07 
48 
30 
02 
oe 
ce 


Number of 


Observations 


73 


PERCENT FREE MARKET VALUE BY FEE DETERMINATION METHOD 


Fee 

Determination 

Method 
Sealed Bids 
Auction 
Set by Board 
Comparison with Private Rates 
Negotiated 
Formula 


BLM or USFS 
ALL METHODS 


Footnote 2 


age? 


TABLE G12 


Mean Value 


-90 
32 
67 
279 
ve 
<i 
sce 
./8 


Standard 


Deviation 


- 30 
41 
50 
41 
47 
46 
43 
41 


Number of 


Observations 


130 
6 

9 
67 
23 
22 
18 
231 


NON-FREE MARKET PROXIES BY FEE DETERMINATION METHOD 


Fee 

Determination 

Method 
Sealed Bids 
Auction 
Set by Board 
Comparison with Private Rates 
Negotiated 
Formula 


BLM or USFS 
ALL METHODS 


Footnote 3 
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TABLE G13 


Value 


Mean 


Pod 
50 
.00 
oF | 
an3 
17 
90 
aay. 


Standard 
Deviation 


.68 
.23 
41 
.02 
97 
Roy 
.99 
87 


Number of 


Observations 


132 
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APPENDIX H 


GRAZING FEE STATISTICS SUMMARIZED 
BY TENANT RIGHTS 


Agencies are sorted by a frequency distribution of responses to five 
questions regarding tenants rights. See question III-8 of the Quesionnaire 
(Appendix C). The SPSS software package on the Colorado State University 
computer was used to compute the statistics oad Variables are broken 
out by total acres, total revenue, animal unit months (AUM's), AUM's per 
acre, dollar receipts per AUM, dollar receipts per acre, number of leases, 
number of lessees, lease durations, improvement expenditures, irrigated 
acres, and responses to questions regarding whether the free market value of 
grazing was a determinant of the fee charged. 

Note that total and mean values displayed are totals and mean values 
of values reported by responding agencies; agencies not surveyed or which 
did not respond are obviously not included. Since our survey did not include 
every agency and not every agency surveyed responded to every question, the 
totals displayed must not be interpreted as complete sums of measured 
variables. Statistics displayed in this appendix are totals and means of 


values reported by responding agencies ONLY. 
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APPENDIX H 
GRAZING FEE STATISTICS SUMMARIZED 
BY TENANT RIGHTS 

Agencies are sorted by a frequency distribution of responses to five 
questions regarding tenants rights. Agencies answering yes to "one only" 
question are sorted into the "1" category in the table; agencies answering 
yes to "two only" questionare sorted into the "2" category in the table; 
and so forth. See question II-8 of the Questionnaire (Appendix C). 

The SPSS software package on the Colorado State University computer was 

used to compute the statistics displayed. Variables are broken out by 

total acres, total revenue, animal unit months (AUM's), AUM's per acre, 
dollar receipts per AUM, dollar receipts per acre, number of leases, 

number of lessees, lease durations, improvement expenditures, irrigated 
acres, and responses to questions regarding whether the free market value of 
grazing was a determinant of the fee charged. 

Note that total and mean values displayed are totals and mean values 
of values reported by responding agencies; agencies not surveyed, or which 
did not respond are obviously not included. Since our survey did not 
include every agency and not every agency surveyed responded to every question, 
the totals displayed must not be interpreted as complete sums of measured 
variables. Statistics displayed in this appendix are totals and means of 
values reported by responding agencies ONLY. 

The five questions regarding tenant rights are: 

Does the grazing tenant in the lease have the right to: 

control hunting or fishing? 
control all access? 
control vehicle access? 


control wildlife? 
use other resources, e.g., timber, water, etc.? 
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APPENDIX H 

FOOTNOTES: 
Dollar values are values reported by agencies. Values are not total 
values divided by units of grazing unless the agency indicated that 
it used this division. 
Fair market value as reported here is the percentage of agencies 
reporting that “obtaining a fair market price" was "the primary objective 
in setting the fee rate." See question II-4 of the Questionnaire in 
Appendix C. 
Non-free market proxies is a frequency distribution of yes-no responses 
to question II-5 of the Questionnaire (Appendix C). 
Tenant Rights is a frequency distribution of questions pertaining to 


tenant rights. 
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TABLE H1 


TOTAL ACRES BY TENANT RIGHTS 


Standard Number of 
Tenant Rights Total Mean Deviation Observations 
0 33 5497 ,570 176303.84 1059180. 13 190 
1 2,359,347 98306. 13 210979.20 24 
fs 536525752 807536.43 1329746 .94 7 
3 6,285,360 419024. 33 742103.12 15 
4 758 ,360 94795.00 246846. 42 8 
5 4,090,430  4090430.00 0 1 
ALL 52,643 ,983 214873.41 1013494.39 245 
- OBSERVATIONS 


More than half of the acreage leased is leased to tenants who have no 


rights to control the acreage. 
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TABLE H2 


TOTAL AUM's BY TENANT RIGHTS 


Standard Number of 

Tenant Rights Total Mean Deviation Observations 
0 4,557,322 45122.12 199198. 70 101 
1 321,500 21436.67 g82/5.59 iS 
2 13185,012 592506 .00 479804 .48 2 
3 1,059,687 132460. 88 237161.16 8 
4 4,543 Zale. 90 1878.78 2 
5 0 0 0 0 
Late Pekcogles 55688. 48 203 /16.17 128 


More than one-half of AUM's leased are leased without granting tenant 


rights. 


SAL ye 


TABLE H 3 


MEAN $/AUM BY TENANT RIGHTS 


$ RENE Number of 
Tenant Rights Mean Deviation Observations 
0 6.47 3375 138 
l fed]. 4.84 18 
2 8.50 5.27 3 
5 4.52 1.61 10 
4 4.61 Sen BE 2 
5 3.47 0 1 
ALL 6.42 3.83 172 


OBSERVATIONS 


Footnote 1 
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TABLE H4 


MEAN $/ACRE BY TENANT RIGHTS 


Tenant Rights roe 
0 6.39 
1 8.38 
2 9.20 
3 12922 
a 13763 
5 0 

ALL 7.76 
OBSERVATIONS 
Footnote 1 


$ 
Standard 


Deviation 


Ba/1 
18977 


‘Number of 


Observations 


40 
4 


aS 


As tenant rights increase, fee increases. Category sample site may 


bias this table. 
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TABLE H5 


NUMBER OF LEASES BY TENANT RIGHTS 


Standard 
Tenant Rights Total Mean Deviation 
0 21,724 114.94 553.46 
1 4,039 168.29 393.00 
2 9,254 1i367% Wiggert 
3 9,030 564.38 1076.31 
4 2,868 318.67 788.70 
5 6 ,000 6000.00 0 
ALS 52,915 214.23 778.24 
OBSERVATIONS 


Number of 


Observations 


189 


More than one-half of leases are leased giving tenants some control of 


the grazing site. 
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TABLE H6 


NUMBER OF LESSEES BY TENANT RIGHTS 


Standard Number of 
Tenant Rights Total Mean Deviation Observations 
0 7 16,751 92.04 495.71 182 
1 29212 100.55 .309.81 22 
2 3,576 510.86 920.94 q 
3 58318 379.86 Sion. 14 
4 1,862 Boel Sogees 8 
5 0 0 0 0 
ALL 29,719 B27 .55 527.80 233 


OBSERVATIONS 


More than one-half of the lessees have no tenant rights. 
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TABLE H7 


MEAN LEASE DURATION (YEARS) BY TENANT RIGHTS 


Standard Number of 
Tenant Rights | Mean Deviation Observations 
0 3.66 2.49 192 
1 , 3.85 2.98 26 
2 4.88 yea >U9 8 
3 Seal ee2 550 16 
4 3.00 1.85 8 
5 10.00 0 1 
ALL | 3.83 2.60 251 


OBSERVATIONS 


Lease duration does not vary with the degree of tenant control of the 


grazing site. 


APPENDIX I 


GRAZING FEE STATISTICS SUMMARIZED BY 
NON-FREE MARKET PROXIES 


Agencies are sorted by a frequency response of yes-no questions 
designed to measure non-free market determinants of grazing fees. See 
question II-5 of the Questionnaire (Appendix C). The SPSS software package 
on the Colorado State University computer was used to compute the statistics 
displayed. Variables are broken out by: total revenue, dollar receipts 
per AUM, and dollar receipts per acre. 

Note that total and mean values displayed are totals and mean values of 
values reported by responding agencies; agencies not surveyed or which did not 
respond are obviously not included. Since our survey did not include every 
agency and not every agency surveyed responded to every question, the totals 
displayed must not be interpreted as complete sums of measured variables. 
Statistics displayed in this appendix are totals and means of values 


reported by responding agencies ONLY. 
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APPENDIX I 
FOOTNOTES: 


Dollar values are values reported by agencies. Values are not total 
values divided by units of grazing unless the agency indicated that it 


used this division. 


Non-Free Market Proxies 


Q 
] 
2 
3 
4 


INCLUDED POPULATION 
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TABLE 11 


dennis 


1217202551 
60,516.80 
23,734.44 

631,928.50 

195995096..33 

144,312.41 


in the categories may bias this effect. 


MEAN TOTAL REVENUE BY NON-FREE MARKET PROXIES 


Statdard 


Deviation 


454,141.22 
209,182.46 
40,100.75 
1,716,837.97 
2,963 ,939.99 
605,508.94 


Total revenues seem to climb with non-market influences. 


Number of 


Observations 


eke: 
59 
9 


220 


Sample size 
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TABLE 12 


$/AUM BY NON-FREE MARKET PROXIES 


Non-Free Market Proxies 
0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
INCLUDED POPULATION 


Footnote 1 


$/AUM or grazing fee 


$ Ee 
Mean Value Deviation 
6.96 3.95 
5.9] 4.01 
60t 4.30 
5.86 4.29 
4.52 aero 209 
6.52 3.97 


Number of 


Observations 


ge 
45 


hee 


decreases with an increase in non-market influences. 
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TABLE 13 


$/ACRE BY NON-FREE MARKET PROXIES 


ae 
0 | 8.08 
] 7.49 
Z foie) 
S 7203 
INCLUDED POPULATION 128] 


Footnote 1 


Fees are greater for agencies indicating no non-market influence 


$ 
Standard 


Deviation 


10.18 
= 


9.46 


than for agencies indicating some non-market influence. 


Number of 


Observations 


33 
14 


58 


2347 


APPENDIX J 
GRAZING FEE STATISTICS SUMMARIZED BY TYPE OF AGENCY 


Agencies are sorted by types of agencies, The SPSS software package 
on the Colorado State University computer was used to compute the statics 
displayed. Variables are broken out by total acres, total revenue, animal 
unit months (AUM's), AUM's per acre, dollar receipts per AUM, dollar receipts 
per acre, number of leases, number of lessees, lease durations, improvement 
expenditures, irrigated acres, and responses to questions regarding whether 
the free market value of grazing was a determinant of the fee charged. 

Note that total and mean values displayed are totals and mean values 
of values reported by responding agencies; agencies not surveyed or which 
did not respond are obviously not included. Since our survey did not include 
every agency and not every agency surveyed responded to every question, the 
totals displayed must not be interpreted as complete sums of measured 
variables. Statistics displayed in this appendix are totals and means 


of values reported by responding agencies ONLY, 
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APPENDIX J 
FOOTNOTES: 


Dollar values are values reported by agencies. Values are not total 
values divided by units of grazing unless the agency indicated that 


it used this division. 


Free market values as reported here is the percent of agencies report- 
ing that “obtaining a fair market price” was “the primary objective in 
getting the fee rate." See qgeustion II-4 of the Questionnaire in 


Appendix C. 


Non-free market proxies is a frequency distribution of yes-no responses 


to question II-5 of the Questionnaire (Appendix C). 


Type 
of 


Agency 
State 


Local 


Federal 
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TABLE Jl 


TOTAL ACRES BY TYPE OF ACENCY 


Standard 
Deviation 


State or Agency Total. Mean Value 
Arizona 8,775,025 8,775,023.00 
California 130,625 32,656.25 
Colorado 2u775 1,387.349.00 
Idaho 2,104,260 701,420.00 
Kansas 8,092 8,092.00 
Montana 4,272,106 2,136 ,053.00 
Nebraska 1,236,349 618,174.50 
Nevada 91,986 45,993.00 
New Mexico 11,022,097 5,511 ,048.50 
North Dakota 718,450 359,225.00 
Oklahoma 625,000 625,000.00 
Oregon 692,039 230,679.67 
South Dakota 845 ,305 845,305.00 
Utah 3,065,453 1,021 ,817.67 
Washington 15056,531 352,177.00 
Wyoming 3,700,073 Vi2descn7 267 
California 383,160 23,947.50 
Colorado 9,082 1,816.40 
Idaho 501 250.50 
Nebraska 4,199 839.80 
Nevada 6,000 6,000.00 
New Mexico 3,954 1,977.00 
Oregon 683 341.50 
South Dakota 220 110.00 
Washington 3,167 633.40 
Agr. Res. Serv. 1655735 55,245.00 
Air Force 86 ,878 7,898.00 
Army 421,241 24,778.88 
Corps of Eng. 155,492 3,455.38 
Navy 85,818 12,259.71 
BIA 7,829,411 289,978.19 
BOR 230 ,374 17,721.08 
USFWS 1,796,095 46,053.72 
NPS 401,167 33,430.58 
ALL AGENCIES 52,701,263 211,651.66 


41,486. 
1,891,297: 
1,202 ,547. 


2,763,906. 
872,812. 
G337433 
7,708,946. 
488 ,999. 


328 ,882. 


155522774. 
468,573. 
2,062,498. 
59,492. 
2,24). 

Pah ap 
1,475. 


oan dS. 
Sigs 

98. 
leaes. 
77,899. 
12,369. 
54,306. 
6,369. 
16,575. 
533,276. 
30,866. 
152,996. 
59,072. 
1,005,607. 


37 
46 


Number of 


Observations 


] 
4 
2 
3 
] 


2 
2 . 
2 


2 
2 


249 


Type 
of 


Agency 
State 


Local 


Federal 


Chg fel A 


2 
TABLE J 


TOTAL REVENUE BY TYPE OF AGENCY 


State or Agency 


Arizona 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 

Kansas 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
Oregon 

South Dakota 


Washington 


Agr. Res. Serv. 


Air Force 
Army 

Corps of Eng. 
Navy 

BIA 

BOR 

USFWS 

NPS 


ALL AGENCIES 


$ 
Total 


1,482 ,822 


10,213,032 
10,019,999 


958 ,479 
105,808 
9,763 ,837 


10,002,730 


26,855 


13,013,659 


1,022,817 
3,700,705 
321,401 
1,384,872 
463,167 
388 ,272 
1,620,676 


12,042,619 


47,400 
1,500 
41,100 
6,744 
4,000 
4,120 
2,160 
2,945 
93,950 
10,292,414 
10,893,240 
394 ,069 
236,761 
52,145,001 
30,245,192 
11,162,331 


112,732 


197 ,099 ,329 


$ 


Mean Value 
1,482,822. 
2,042,606. 
5,009,999. 

319,493. 

105,808. 
4,881,918. 
5,001,365. 

13,427. 
6,506,829. 

511,408. 
3,700,705. 

107,133 
1,384,872. 

154,389. 

129,424. 

540,225. 

752,663. 

9,480. 

750. 
8,220. 
6,744. 
2,000. 
2,060. 
1,080. 

589. 

315316; 

935,674. 

605,180. 

8,757. 

33,823. 
1,738,166. 
2,016,346. 

272,251, 

9,394. 

761,001. 


00 


40° 


50 
00 
00 
67 
00 
50 
50 
50 
00 
67 
00 
00 
00 
33 
69 
00 
00 
00 
00 


$ 
Standard 


Deviation 


4,448,740 


7,056,924. 
497 ,834. 


4,977,238. 
7,069,135. 
2,584. 
4,940,087. 
690,972. 


98,198. 


20349/0. 
181,545. 
864,104. 
2,476,858. 
9,044. 
353: 
11,013. 


1,979. 
2,743. 

56. 

343. 
10,088. 
3,006,667. 
2,346,603. 
Lagi) ois 

46 ,563. 
3,334,074. 
4,132,005. 
1,557,838. 
20,533. 
2,424,831. 


0 


A) 


40 
35 
25 
82 


Number of 


Observations 


] 
5 
2 
3 
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TABLE J3 
TOTAL AUM's BY TYPE OF AGENCY 


Type 
of Standard Number of 

Agency State or Agency Total Mean Value Deviation Observations 

State Arizona 1,269,840 1,269,840.00 0 ] 
California 3,346 1,673.00 2,300.93 2 
Colorado 2,500 2,500.00 0 ] 
Idaho 277,470 138,735.00 191,293.60 2 
Kansas 3,608 3,608.00 0 ] 
Montana 14,930 14,930.00 0 ] 
Nebraska 495 495.00 0 ] 
Nevada 6,502 3,251.00 2,213.24 2 
North Dakota 1,470 1,470.00 0 ] 
Oklahoma ~ 650 ,000 650,000.00 0 ] 
Oregon 78 ,063 26,021.00 28'5230.27 3 
South Dakota 331,779 331,779.00 0 ] 
Utah 153,000 153,000.00 0 ] 
Washington 13,800 6,900.00 8,695.99 2 
Wyoming 946,667 615555567 533,665.06 3 

Local California 117,569 16,795297 16,754.08 7 
Colorado 1,450 1,450.00 0 ] 
Idaho 140 140.00 0 ] 
Nebraska 90 90.00 0 ] 
New Mexico 200 200.00 0 ] 
Oregon 943 943.00 0 ] 

Federal Agr. Res. Serv. 12,220 4,073.33 2,943.49 3 
Air Force 17,561 5,853.67 BiacUl eer 3 
Army 57,463 9.577517 13,221.81 6 
Corps of Eng. CAR i We) 623.00 Wtes.73 6 
Navy 23,632 3,376.00 07558 .52 Z 
B.1.A. 1,841,137 415,07 1908 297 ,325.58 16 
Bi UaR- 8,011 2,002.75 2,086.19 4 
U.S.F.W.S. 264,723 6,456.66 11,940.36 4] 
N.P.S. 46,747 4,674.70 9,060.03 10 
ALL AGENCIES 6,148,471 184,200.38 130 


47,295.93 


Local 


Federal 


AUM/ACRE BY AGENCY 


State or Agency 


Arizona 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 

Kansas 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 
Nebraska 

New Mexico 


Oregon 


Agr. Res. Serv. 


Air Force 
Army 
Corps of Eng. 


Navy 
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TABLE J4 


Bur. of Ind. Aff. 


Bur. of Recl. 


Fish & Wildlife Serv. 


Nat. Park Serv. 


ALL AGENCIES 


Mean Value 
14 
«03 
-05 
43 
45 
08 
49 
» 92. 
11 
04 
213 
39 
05 
.09 
mel 
32 
25 
235 
64 
44 
. 68 
51 
49 
49 
6] 
95 
.20 
03 
75 
cP 
63 


Standard 


Deviation 


Number of 


Observations 


] 
2 
] 
i 


Type 
of 


Agency 
State 


Local 


Federal 


Footnote 1 
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TABLE J5 


MEAN DOLLARS/AUM BY TYPE OF AGENCY 


State or Agency 


Arizona 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 

Kansas 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 
California 
Colorado 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Washington 
Agr. Res. Serv. 
Air Force 
Army 

Corps of Eng. 
Navy 

Bur. of Ind. Aff. 


Bur. of Recl. 


Fish & Wildlife Serv. 


Nat. Park Serv. 


ALL AGENCIES 


$ 


] 


mn 


w 


5 
5 
4 
0 
Se 
9 
4 
4 


Mean Value 
43 
ae) 
«90 
<96 
aed 


98 


94 
. 63 
a8 
00 
-70 
-40 
06 
68 
59 


7.00 


“a9 
. 38 
50 
-00 
eras 
see 
00 
14 
68 
.08 
.05 
34 
02 
“oh 
-49 
00 
44 


5 
Standard 


Deviation 


0 


Number of 
Observations 


] 
2 
Z 
2 


sd 


TABLE J6 


DOLLARS/ACRE BY TYPE OF AGENCY 


Type $ 

of $ Standard 
Agency State or Agency Mean Value Deviation 
State California 9.09 5.00 
South Dakota Pee: 0 

Local California 2526 Bey is: 
Colorado T1385 SB pe) 

Idaho 5.63 6.19 

Nebraska Lane is 6.70 

Nevada ied 0 

New Mexico mes) 0 

Oregon 1.00 0 

South Dakota 26.00 0 

Washington 19.33 17.94 

Federal Air Force io yo0 
Army .49 ~45 

Corps of Eng. .92 .00 

Bur. of Ind. Aff. 8,90.+ 10.67 

Bur. of Recl. ees 10.99 

Fish & Wildlife Serv. 46 0 

ALL AGENCIES 7.76 9.4] 


Footnote 1 


Number of 


Observations 


2 
] 


59 


Type 
of 


Agency 
State 


Local 


Federal 


B75 ae 
TABLE J7 


NUMBER OF LEASES BY TYPE OF AGENCY 


State or Agency 


Arizona 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 

Kansas 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Washington 
Agr. Res. Serv. 
Air Force 
Army 

Corps of Eng. 
Navy 
Bur. of Ind. Aff. 


Bur. of Recl. 


Fish & Wildlife Serv. 


Nat. Park Serv. 


ALL AGENCIES 


Total 


1,565 
59 


110 
552951 


Mean Value 


1,565.00 
14.75 
1,506.00 
939533 
6.00 
3,162.50 
443.50 
3.00 
2,756.50 
1,230.00 


210.96 


Standard 


Deviation 


135,71 


Number of 


Observations 


] 


Type 
of 


Agency 
State 


Local 


Federal 
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TABLE J8 


NUMBER OF LESSEES BY TYPE OF AGENCY 


State or Agency 
Arizona 


California 
Colorado 
Idaho 

Kansas 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
North Dakota 
Ok] ahoma 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Washington 
Agr. Res. Serv. 
Air Force 
Army 

Corps of Eng. 
Navy 

Bur. of Ind. Aff. 


Bur. of Recl. 


Fish & Wild. Serv. 


Nat. Park Serv. 


ALL AGENCIES 


Total 
1450 


29255 


Mean Value 
1,450. 


13. 


1,381 


00 
67 


-00 
00 
00 
00 
50 
00 
.00 
-00 


Standard 


Deviation 


0 
9.24 


134.57 


523.54 


Number of 


Observations 


] 
3 
2 
3 


Type 
of 


Agency 
State 


Local 


Federal 


re 
TABLE J9 


MEAN LEASE DURATION (YEARS) BY TYPE OF AGENCY 


State or Agency 


Arizona 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 

Kansas 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Washington 
Agr. Res. Serv. 
Air Force 
Army 

Corps of Eng. 
Navy 

Bur. of Ind. Aff. 


Bur. of Recl. 


Fish & Wildlife Serv. 


Nat. Park Serv. 


ALL AGENCIES 


] 


Mean Value 
.00 
.00 
-50 
.00 
-00 
.00 
«50 
290 
.00 
.00 
-00 
.00 
-00 
-00 
.67 
.00 
FE 
.00 
.00 
. 60 
.00 
-50 
.00 
-00 
-60 
.00 
.00 
-00 
.00 
-00 
.43 
. 36 
Ate) 
-92 


379 


Standard 


0 


81 


Number of 


Observations 


] 


no nwo Ym FY 


255 


Type 
of 


Agency 
State 


Local 


Federal 


IMPROVEMENT EXPENDITURES BY TYPE OF AGENCY 


State or Agenc 


Arizona 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 

Kansas 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
Oregon 
South Dakota 
Washington 
ARS 

Air Force 


Army 


Corps of Eng. 
Bur. of Ind. Aff. 


Bur. of Recl. 


USFWS 
NPS 


ALL AGENCIES 
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TABLE J10 


Total 
ie 
A 

60,000 
0 

21,506 


175,000 
25,000 
2,500 
156 ,850 
21,000 
7,782 
28 ,800 
8,500 

0 

0 


0 
23,690 
599 ,024 
0 

262 ,000 
144,545 
68,400 
0 

1 ,087 ,371 


Mean Value 


60,000. 


21,506. 


192. 


175,000. 
25,000. 
2.00U: 
52,203¢ 
10,500. 
B09). 
2,400. 
1,700. 


2,650. 


3,948. 
J 5309% 


13,100. 


9,636. 
4,023. 


749013 


0 
0 
00 


00 


00 
33 


$ 
Standard 
Deviation 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1,120.06 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0) 
45,753.59 
14,849.24 
5,502.71 
85219.82 
2,387.47 
0 
0 
0 
3,747.67 
0 
0 
0 
9,671.40 
22,533.00 
0 
24,685.18 
33.442.24 
10,768.27 
0 


23,635.34 


Number of 


Observations 


] 
2 
1 
] 
] 


m Pf 


144 


Type 
of 


Agency 
State 


Local 


Federal 


TABLE J1l 


oy 245e- 


IRRIGATED ACRES BY TYPE OF AGENCY 


State of Agency 


Arizona 


California 
Colorado 
Idaho 

Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Washington 
Agr. Res. Serv. 
Air Force 
Army 

Corps of Eng. 
Bur. of Ind. Aff. 


Bur. of Recl. - 


Fish & Wildlife Serv. 


Nat. Park Serv. 


ALL AGENCIES 


Total 
0 
0 
115,000 
4,046 


1,000 
12,388 
0 
11,320 
24,557 
271,458 
112,913 
4,478 


100 


4,249 
12,845 
548,795 


Mean Value 


0 

0 
77,500.00 
1,348.67 


1,000.00 
4,129.33 
0 
3,773.33 
8,185.67 
90,486.00 
1,119.88 
895.60 


22.80 
948.11 
2.50 
108.95 
1,284.50 
2,924.04 


Standard 


Deviation 


0 
0 


102,530.48 


1,691 


6,808. 


5,432. 
14,177. 
156,430. 
4,237. 
941. 


44. 


56. 


312% 
3,168. 
22,738. 


513 


78 
22 


Number of 
Observations 


} 


yn CP 


ny mp Ww 


187 


aay 
TABLE J12 


FREE MARKET VALUE BY TYPE OF AGENCY 


Standard Number of 
Agency State or Agency Mean Value Deviation Observations 
State Arizona 1.00 | 0 ] 
California 80 45, 5 
Colorado 50 11 2 
Idaho 1.00 0 3 
Kansas 1.00 0 ] 
Montana 67 58 3 
Nebraska 1.00 0 2 
Nevada 1.00 0 2 
New Mexico 1.00 0 2 
North Dakota 1.00 0 2 
Oklahoma 1.00 0: ] 
Oregon a3 58 3 
South Dakota 1.00 0 ] 
Utah 67 58 3 
Washington nloyf .58 3 
Wyoming 733 -58 3 
Local California 207 49 15 
Colorado -40 aS) 2 
Idaho = 50 J] 2 
Nebraska -40 aoe) 5 
New Mexico 1.00 0 2 
Oregon 1.00 0 2 
South Dakota 50 ane 2 
Washington . 60 o5 5 
Federal Agr. Res. Serv. .67 .58 3 
Air Force 91 -30 1] 
Army 1.00 0 18 
Corps of Eng. 1.00 0 45 
Navy 1.00 0 7 
Bur. of Ind. Aff. 78 42 23 
Bur. of Rec}. -62 a] 13 
Fish & Wildlife Serv. “28 38 24 
Nat. Park Serv. a 239 12 
ALL AGENCIES .78 4] 231 


Footnote 2 


=2anue 
TABLE J13 
NON-FREE MARKET PROXIES BY AGENCY 


Type 
of Standard Number of 
Agency - State or Agency Mean Value Deviation Observations 
State Arizona 1.00 | 0 1 
California 20 ~45 5 
Colorauo 1:50 va 2 
Idaho ) .33 58 3 
Kansas 1.00 0 ] 
Montana 2.00 de 7g 3 
Nebraska 5d me 2 
Nevada 100 ott 2 o 
New Mexico 0 0 2 
North Dakota 50 Al 2 
Oklahoma 0 0 1 
Oregon 2.00 2.00” 3 
South Dakota 0 0 ] 
Utah 1.33 1«53 3 
Washington 2.00 digs 3 
Wyoming 733 58 3 
Local California 63 62 16 
Colorado 1.40 1.14 5 
Idaho 0 0 (a 
Nebraska -20 45 5 
New Mexico 1.00 1.41 2 
Oregon .50 Sif 72 
South Dakota 50 71 2 
Washington .20 -45 5 
Federal Agr. Res. Serv. .67 58 3 
Air Force 45 soe 1 
Army 0 0 18 
Corps of Eng. .09 . 36 45 
Navy 0) 0 A 
Bur. of Ind. Aff. .70 1.02 23 
Bur. of Rec]. 67 82 15 
Fish & Wildlife Serv. 120 1.03 24 
Nat. Park Serv. ahs 39 12 


ALL AGENCIES a0) .87 234 


Footnote 3 


4 
ho 
> 
ie) 

( 


APPENDIX K 


FORMS FOR UPDATING SURVEY 
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72 


TELEPHONE FORM 
GRAZING LEASING ARRANGEMENTS AND USER CHARGES UPDATE SURVEY 


This is the telephone component of the grazing update survey. Response to this 
survey is voluntary and not required by law. However, cooperation should be 
encouraged to ensure timely and accurate information. 


Information obtained from page two of this telephone survey is used to determine 
which, if any of the four policy change survey forms (Fee Determination, Lease 
Policy, Expenditures and Receipts, or Range Improvements) should be included with 
the Short Form mail questionnaire that will be sent to this agency. 


1. A. Agency Name 


B. Address 
State Zip Code 
C. Please indicate government agency type ei & CT 
Federal §_ State Local 


D. Name of Contact Person 
First Initial Last 


E. Telephone Number of Contact Person 
Area Code Number 


2. The total amount of grazing receipts collected by your agency was? 


in 1982 
$ in 1983 
$ in 1984 
$ in 1985 
3. The grazing fee charged by your agency was? 
$ per AUM or $ per Acre in 1982 
$ per AUM or $ per Acre in 1983 
$ per AUM or $ ~ per Acre in 1984 
$ per AUM or $ per Acre in 1985 
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TELEPHONE FORM 


Has your agency altered its grazing policy since 1981? | (ia No 
If yes, please indicate policy changes and the year of change. 


A. Fee Determination 
(year) 


1. method of fee determination 
2. variable fee system 

3. items included 

4. rate basis 

5. other 


B. Lease Rights and Obligations 


duration of lease 
qualification for lease 
renewal rights 

lease management 

other use management 

range improvement transfer 
other 


NOP WP — 
e e e ° e e ° 


C. Expenditures and Receipts of Grazing Fees 


percentage retained by agency 
distribution of non-retained fees 
distribution of retained fees 
sources of non-fee funds 

other 


mPwhm — 


D. Range Improvement Expenditures (excludes 
maintenance or costs of grazing) 


1. amounts of range improvement 
2. rebate or discounts on improvements 
3. other 

What was the reason for the policy change?- 


A. Reason for fee policy change 
B. Reason for lease policy change 


C. Reason for expenditure and receipt policy change 


D. Reason for range improvements policy change 


ohe 


[ ]Yes 


cr 
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SHORT FORM 
GRAZING LEASING ARRANGEMENTS AND USER CHARGES UPDATE SURVEY 
Please complete the following questions to the best of your knowledge. Response 
to this survey is voluntary and not required by law. However, your cooperation 
is very important to ensure timely and accurate information. 
1. General 


A. Agency Name 


B. Address 
State Zip Code 
C. Please indicate government agency type bal [e & 
Federal State Local 
D. Name of Contact Person 
First Initial Last 
E. Telephone Number of Contact Person 
Area Code Number 
2. The total amount of grazing receipts collected by your agency was? 
$ in 1982 
$ in 1983 
§ oo as) ooe ial eee 
$ in 1985 
3. The grazing fee charged by your agency was? 
per AUM or $ per Acre in 1982 
$ per AUM or $ per Acre in 1983 
$ per AUM or $ per Acre in 1984 
$ per AUM or $ per Acre in 1985 


4. Grazing Statistics: 

A. Total acres leased for grazing 

B. Number of leased acres that are irrigated 

C. Number of AUM's (AUM's are Animal Unit Months) 
De Leese Statistics. 

A. Number of separate leases 


B. Number of separate leasees 
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FORM A - FEE DETERMINATION 
(Include with Short Form mail questionnaire if 
telephone survey indicated a grazing policy change for fee determination) 


What general method(s) best describe how your grazing fee is 


determined? (Mark all that apply) 
A. sealed bid 


(comments) 


B. auction 

C. set by a board or committee 

D. based upon private lease rates in local area 
E. negotiated between agency and rancher 

F. set by formula 


G. set by BLM or Forest Service Fees 


How often is the general grazing fee revised for your agency? 
Every years. 


Is obtaining a fair market price the primary objective in setting the 


fee rate? I A 


Yes No 


If there are other factors considered in setting the fee, please 
indicate: (Mark all that apply) 


A. ability of ranchers to pay 
B. encourage the grazing of livestock 
C. encourage local economies 


D. other, specify 
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5. For each different method of fee determination (see question one) used by 


your agency complete only the appropriate sections A-F below. 


Aor B. 
ite 


Sealed Bid or Auction 


Is there a minimum bid? ian 
Yes No 


If there is a minimum bid, how is it determined? 


(If minimum bid is determined by other methods shown in sections 
C-F, please respond to those questions and indicate "minimum bid 
determination") 


Average number of participants bidding on each lease 
Distribution of winning bias: 


Range: $ $ 

Low Bid High Bid 
Show the typical fee rate and basis upon which it is charged: 
1) $ per AUM | 


_____-—-2)—s$ per acre 
3) other, specify 

Are any other items of value covered by the assessed fee? 
1) crops 

2) _~=snon-grazing items 


3) other, specify all 


What would the estimated fee be without any of the items listed 
in #6? 


$ per 
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Board or Committee Setting of Fee: 

If the board simply approves a formula which is then applied routinely 
to set lease rates--please fill out the section F on formulas instead 
of this section. 


1. List factors in order of importance that are considered in 
setting the fee: 


a. 
b. 
Cr 


ue 


2. Show the fee rate and basis upon which it is charged: 
1) $ per AUM 
2) $ per acre 


3) other, specify 


3. Are any other items of value covered by the assessed fee? 
Ay eecrons 
2) non-grazing items 
3) other, specify all 
4. What would the estimated fee be without any of the items listed 
in #3. 


$ per 


scielghir 4/6 


D. Comparison with Private Lease Rates: 


ls 


How is the comparable private lease rate ascertained? 


List the factors in order of importance that are used to adjust 
the private lease rate to arrive at your agency's fee: 


a. 


b. 


Cc. 


d. 


How often are private leases monitored to update the fee? 


Show the typical fee rate and basis upon which it is charged: 
1) $ per AUM 
2) $ per acre 


3) other, specify 


Are any other items of value covered by the assessed fee? 
1) crops 
2) non-grazing items 


3) other, specify all 


What would the estimated fee be without any of the items listed 
in #5? 


$ per 


ae 5/6 


Negotiation with the Rancher: 


1. List the factors in order of importance that are considered during 
the renegotiation: 


2. Does the current renter have any fee rights upon renegotiation: 


3. Show the typical fee rate and basis upon which it is charged: 
1) $ per AUM 


2) $ per acre 


3) other, specify 


4. Are any other items of value covered by the assessed fee? 
1) crops 
2) mnon-grazing items 
3) other, specify all 
5. What would the estimated fee be without any of the items listed 
in #4? 


$ per 


20958 .- 6/6 


Set by a Formula: 


es 


What is the exact formula? 


ST EaEEEE EEE SSIES 


Ed 


How was this formula derived? 


Where and how are variables that update the formula determined? 


Show the typical fee rate and basis upon which it is charged: 


1) $ per AUM 


2) $ per acre 


3) other, specify 


Are any other items of value covered by the assessed fee? 
1) crops 
2) non-grazing items 


3) other, specify all 


What would the estimated fee be without any of the items listed 
in #5? 


$ per 


+ 2G) 
FORM B - LEASE RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS 1/2 


(Include with Short Form mail questionnaire if 
telephone survey indicated a grazing policy change for lease right) 


NOTE: This section should be completed separately for each of the following fee 
systems: ‘sealed bid, auction, set by board or committee, based upon 
private lease rates, negotiated between agency and rancher, set by a 
formula, and set by BLM or Forest Service Fees. 


1. The number of years of lease duration is years. 
2. If the lease length is variable, list the factors which determine 


duration: 


A. 


B. 


Se 


3. Does your agency set any requirements to qualify for a grazing lease? 
(Mark all that apply.) 


A. ability to manage a livestock operation 
B. residency 

C. prior use 

D. type of livestock, (explain) 


E. other, (describe) 


4. How is renewal of the lease determined? (Mark all that apply.) 
A. the present tenant has first right of refusal 
B. the present tenant competes on an equal basis 


C. other, specify 


5. In the lease does the agency or the rancher set the following items? 
(Mark all items A-F.) 
Agency Rancher Both 


season of use 

grazing capacity 
length of use 
location of livestock 
sub-leasing 

other (specify) 


mlm Oo OO WO Y 
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For the following categories of costs the agency or rancher assumes what 
proportion? 


Agency ' Rancher 
Category Percentage Percentage 


A. salting, minerals, supplemental feed 
B. livestock management 


C. maintenance of existing facilities 
(excludes purchase of new improvements 


water facilities 
fence - 


other, specify 


D. other, specify 


A. Does the grazing tenant in the lease have the right to: 
(Mark all that apply) 


1. control hunting and fishing 
2. control all access 

3. control vehicle access 

4. control predators 


5. use other resources, e.g., timber, water, etc. 


B. Does the grazing tenant have the right to charge for any of the 

above items? Cy CJ 

Yes No 

If the lease is transferred from the present tenant to another, how are 
range improvements that have been financed by the present tenant exchanged? 
(Mark all that apply) 
A. The present tenant is compensated by the agency 
The present tenant is compensated by the new tenant 
The present tenant is compensated by the agency and new tenant 
No compensation is made 


Moveable improvements are allowed to be removed 


Tne int fo, <> Ww 


Moveable improvements are required to be removed 
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FORM C - EXPENDITURES AND RECEIPTS OF GRAZING FEES 


a aan 


(Include with Short Form mail questionnaire if telephone survey 
indicated a grazing policy change for expenditures and receipts of grazing fees) | 
1. What is the amount of the grazing receipts retained by your land 


administration agency for its use? $ 


2. If part of the grazing receipts are not retained by the agency, describe 


how they are distributed. 


wool ht ES ee OS I 
3. If funds from other sources are used for the grazing or range program, 
please answer the following: 


A. What is the source of those funds and the amount? 


Source Amount ($) 


— 
e 


> WwW PP 


I 
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FORM D - RANGE IMPROVEMENT EXPENDITURES 


a  ———————— 


(EXCLUDES MAINTENANCE OR COSTS OF GRAZING) 
(Include with Short Form mail questionnaire if telephone survey 
indicated a grazing policy change for range improvement expenditures) 
How much. total expenditure was made last year for range improvements? 


Total Dollars Spent 
Dollars by Agency 


A. fencing 
B. water development 
C. soil-vegetation improvement 


D. other, specify 


Was a rebate or discount on fees given on improvement expenditures? 


O CI 


Yes No 


If yes, how much? 
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REVISIONS MARKED ON CENSUS SURVEY FORM Tt A Salas 


Expires. October 31, 1983 
GRAZING LEASING ARRANGEMENTS AND USER CHARGES SURVEY 


Please complete the following questions to the best of your knowledge. Response 
to this-survey is voluntary and not required by law. However, your cooperation 
is very important to ensure timely and accurate information. 


IT. GENERAL 


1. Name and Location: 


A. Agency Name 


B. Agency Telephone Number (DELETED-ANSWER SAME AS PART F) 
AveaalOdPiwne « Number 


C. Address 


ome - eons 


State Zip Code 
D. Please indicate government agency type 


Federal State Local 


E. Name of Contact Person Wee. 
First Initial Last 


F. Telephone Number of Contact Person 
Area Code Number 


(QUESTIONS ADDED ON GRAZING RECEIPTS AND GRAZING FEES) 
2. sGrazing Statistics: 
A. Total acres leased for grazing 
B. Number of leased acres that are irrigated 


C. Number of AUM's AUM's are Animal Unit Months 


D. How inany acres that you wish to lease could not be leased under the 
Current lease arrangement and charges? (DELETED-ZERO ANSWERSERECEIVED ) 


3. Lease statistics: 
A. Number of separate leases 
B. Number of separate leasees 


C. Size of lease{cC DELETED-VERY WIDE RANGE USUALLY GIVEN ) ——_- : 


Mitumum acres Maximum Jeres 
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If. FEE DETERMINATION 


KRM HEE KKK KK 


1. What general metnod(s) fest describe how your grazing fee is 
determined? (Mark all tnat apply 
A. sealed bid 
auction 


(LINES ADDED HERE FOR DISCUSSION) 


: set dy a board or committee 


8 
C 
D. based ugon orivate lease rates in local area 
E negotiated between agency and rancher. 

F, set by a formula 


®. set zy Gli er Forest Service Fees 


2. If grazing fees are arrangea several different ways, please 
answer tne follcwing questions: 


A. List the factors in orcer of importance which determine which 
method is used. = 


l. 


EEE 


—ENTIRE-QUESTION-DELTED) 
3. —(OELETED=| Oil RESPONSE-AND_ANSWERS-CAN-BE INCLUDED IN 
4, DISCUSSION SPACE ADDED TO QUESTION 


B. What amount of the total grazing leased and amount of 
grazing fee revenue stem from each fee arrangement? 


Ls] 
e 


Fee Arrangement 
(Use letters A-F Total Grazing Total Fee Revenue 
$) 


fron_questisn it-)) ; (Acres) 
Vs a 
(ENTIRE QUESTION DELETED) 
ORMATION COLLECTED IN LATER QUESTIONS) 


> us La) 
° Py ° 


nn 


3. How often is a new grazing fee set? years Monielep TO CLARIFY (SEE BELOW) 


4. Is obtaining a fair market price the primary objective in setting the 


fee rate? 
| Yes | | No 


5. If there are other factors considered in setting the fee, please 
indicate: (Mark al] that apply) 


A. ability of ranchers to pay 
B. encourage the grazint of livestock 
C. encourage loca! economies 


0. 


other, specify 


3, HOW OFTEN IS A NEW GENRAL GRAZING FEE SET FOR YOUR AGENCY? YEARS 


cat 


FEISS III IIIT OI TOTTI TOT TOT TIO Ke tee On 8 te te 


6. FOR EACH DIFFERENT METHOD OF FEE DETERMINATION (SEE QUESTION II-1) 
USED BY YOUR AGENCY COMPLETE ONLY THE APPROPRIATE SECTIONS A-F BELOW 


HRI R RHR IK IH IKK IR ERK IKI RIKKI IIIT EE 


A. OR 8B. SEALED BID OR AUCTION 


1. Time(s) of year bids are let _(DELETED-DATA NOT USEFUL) 
Average number of auctions per year t- ELETED-DATA NOT USEFUL) 


2. 
3. Average numoer of participants 
4. 


NEW QUESTION INSERTED 
SEE BELOW 


Distribution of winning bias: 


Rance: $ $ 
Low bid Hign bid 


5. Show the typical fee rate and basis upon which it is charged: 
S$ per AUM 


ne 


2) $ per acre 


Sree Bien tae en ate -—3 
PARTS 3-7 DELETED a ; 
NO RESPONSE 4) §$ per cow-calf pair 


- $ per pound of Vivestuck yain 


5) $ per head £ 
6) fixed yearly fee of $ 


7) other, specify 


6. Are any other items of value covered by the assessed fee? 
1) crops 


2) use of facilities 


PARTS 2-4 DELETED a 
NO RESPONSE ____ 3) «water rights 


YEW PART ADDED, SEE BELOW —__. 4) mineral rights 
: ; 5) other,’ specify al} 


2) NON GRAZING ITEMS 7. What would the estimated fee he without any of the items 
listed in #6? 


. $ per 


1 IS THERE A MINIMUM BID? Yes No 
2 IF THERE IS A MINIMUM BID, HOW IS IT DETERMINED? 


er  ————ee=_e_e_eee 


THIS QUESTION MEASURES MONITORING AND CONTROL ON BIDS 
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C. BUARD OR COMMITTEE SETTING OF FEE: 


1. Is this the board's single most important function? 
7 ne - {-BELEFED-ANSWER ALWAYS 


2. List factors in order of importance that are considered in 
in setting the fee: : 


NO ) 


m& 
. 


o 


a 
° 


d. 


3. Show the fee rate and basis upon which it is charged: 


ih), 95, PECAUM 
~ aoenk) mesa ber pere 
re eee es oe pound of livestock gain 
(SEE MODIFICATION ON PAGE 3) 4) 5 per cowecalf pair 
worenS tsqpershead 
6) fixed yearly fee of $ 


7) 


other, specify 


4. Are any other items of value covered by the assessed fee? 


crops 


le 


2) 
3) 


SEE MODIFICATION ON PAGE 3—— %) 
pee) 


5. What would 


use of facilities 
water rights 


mineral rights , 


ad 


other, specify all ; 


the estimated fee be without any of the items 


listed in 24? 
$ per 


6. Ifa fee system is variable (varies among leases or individuals, 
etc.), list the factors that change the fee and by how much: 


Factors Anount 35 
a. - je eS a 
———————— ae 2 Se 


IVEY 


D. COMPARISON WITH PRIVATE LEASE 


]. How iS the co;nparaole private lease rate ascertained? 


MORE SPACE PROVIDED 


2. List the fectors in order of importance thot are used to adjust 
the private lease rate to arrive at your agency's fee: 


a 


coe nesta etter ionnciermbiestaneantixinmereotn ce oh ee 


- How often are private leases monitored to update the fee? 


w 


. Show the typical fee rate and basis upon which it is cnarged: 


=~ 


) S$ per ALM 


S$ per. acre 


AN 2) 


H } ____. 3) _‘§ per pound of livestock gain 
(SEE MODIFICATION ON PAGE 3) rrr ce ee 
3) Sper: head 


6) fixed yearly fee of § 


BEAM OC a a eee 


5. Are any other items of value covered by the assessed fee? 
Pea crops 

: —___._ 2) “use of facilities 
(SEE MODIFICATION ON PAGE 3) 5) ater rignts 


4) mineral rights 


5) other, specify al) 


6. What would the estimated fee be wihtout any of the items | 
listed in #5? . 


per 


‘ | Manteo ad rt VU BH se 
7. If a fee system is variable (varies among leases or individuals, 
etc.), list the factors tnat change the fee and by how auch: 


Factors Amouns $ 
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E. NECOTIATION WITH THE RANCHER: 


1. List the factors in order of importance that are considaered during 
the renegotiation: 


eS 
eS 


2. Does the current renter nave any fee rignts upon renegotiation: 


3. Show the typical fee rate and basis upon which it is charged: 


m3) 
(SEE MODIFICATION ON PAGE 3) 4, 


7) 


§ per AUM 

$ per acre 

3 per pound of livestock gain 
S$ per cow-calf pair 

S$ per head 


fixed yearly fee of $ 


ee 


other, specify 


4. Are any other items of value covered by the assessed fee? 


ees 
2 
(SEE MODIFICATION ON PAGE 3)—— i 


4) 
5) 


5. What would tne estimated fee be wihtout any of the items 


crops 


use of facilities 


water rights 


mineral rights 


4 


listed in #4? 


$ 


—— nd 


per 


pigs ee 


Othe acORCI Ey All oe 0 ee ee 


6. If a fee system is variable (varies among leases or individuals, 
etc.), list the factors that change the fee und by how much: 


bs 


el EES, 
a ES 


b(ENTIRE QUESTION DE ) 
DELETED-NO RESPONSE 


e 
g 
5 
Lad 
wv 


PILL 


Factors 
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F. SET BY A FORMULA: 


]. What is the exact formula? _ 


2. How was this furmu'a zerived? 
sc teat Sint oN es 


3. How is the base rat2 deternined? 


4. Where and how are variables that update the formula deternined? 


SSS 


5. What is the formula supposed to accomplish? (DELETED-ALWAYS ANSWERED MAXIMIZE 
REVENUES: 


6. Show the typical fee rate and basis upon wnichn it is charced: 


S$ per AUN: 


SORT) 


2) $ per acre 


$ per pound of livestock gain 


3) 


(CCE MODIFICATION ON PAGE 3) 4) $ per cow-calf pair 
5) $ per head 


6) fixed yearly fee of § 


7) other, specify 


7. Are any other items of value covered by the assessed fee? 


crops 


octal h 
2) use of facilities 


(SEE MODIFICATION ON PAGE 3) 3) ater ae 


4) mineral rights 
5) other, specify al} 


a 


8. What would the estimated fee be without any of the items 
listed in #7? 


$ per 


9. If a fee system is variable (varies among leases or individuals, 
etc.), list the factors that change the fee and by how mucn: 


Factors : Amount § 


HTLTTT 
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Ill. LEASE RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS: (This: SECTION 15-70 (08 completed for each fee 
system -see A-F in question [1a Ga agence, usese 


FAK eR REET LE ER IOAN ORR OER FO nO BN RMR Teen pene Ca klk aN ew 


}. The numoer of years or lease duration Vs 


2. If the lease length is variadle, Jist tne factirs whiten deternine 
duration: 


AO Were ose MA ra 
B. 
Ce 


3. Does your eaency set uny requirements CO qual:*/ for a grazinj lease? 
(Mark all that apply) 


—— FP. SpTpesguse te AYORETRY ABILITY TO MANAGE LIVESTOCK OPERATION 
8. residency QUESTION CHANGED TO REPRESENT ACTUAL QUALIFYING 
REQUIREMENTS 


Ge prior use 


D. type of livestock, (explain) 


E. other, (describe) 


4. Is there any limit as to the amount of grazing any one person can 


lease? : | Yes Ho If so, how muc’? 
wa ; 


5. How is renewal of the lease determined? (Mara 21] tnat apply) 
A. EXPE MEXR NEXAN K'IREX POOR QUESTION 
B. the present tenant has first right of refusal 
Ce the present tenant competes on an equal basis 


0. other, specify 


6. What are the terms of payment? (Mark all that apply) 
A. full payment in advance for teri of lease 
ie annual payment at the mae of grazin: season 
—__¢, CEL ETRDs: DATA NQT USBEMG) season 
do Os annual payment on lease anniversary 


—E. monthly payment 


F. other (explain) 


7, In the lease does the agency or the rancner set sne following items? 
(Marr. all items A - 0) 


Agency Rancher Bon 
A, season of use fee one ee eee 
B. qumber of Lives tgckage craseng-eAPACETY-——  ——— CREWORDING) 
C. length of use ost a a. 


D. location of livestock 
E. Sub-leasing 


eed 


F. wre rxn he Xf XIURS ck 
H.Ordedx Ot WAKIOE Of Ivstk FLT ALWAYS ANSWERED RANCHER—— 
1. KI MESTOCK NIGEXENR —_—_ 
J. OTHER ‘specify) 


XP os the Grating tenant’ Mn iit [ase hove (oa rignt Co: 7} 
Vank dilethnaee apply) Soa ‘ ; 


1, control *untinyg or fishing 
a control all 3cce33 
Me control vehicle access 


4. ck tXoK "XX CONTROL PREDATORS ONLY PREDATOR WILDLIFE 
5. use other resources, e.9., timoer water, etc. IS SUBJECT TO TENANT 
CONTROL USUALLY 


B. Does the grazing tenant have the right to cnarge for any of tne 


apove items? Yes Ho 


If the lease is transferred from the present tenant to another, how 
are renge. improvements tnat have been financed oy the present tenant 
exchanged? (Mark all that apply) 
A. The present tenant is compensated by the agency 
B. The present tenant 15 compensated by the new tenant 
C The present tenant is compensated by the agency and new tenant 
OD. No compensation is mace 
Se Moveable improvements are allowed to ve removed 


Sa thre ase (UNDERLINES ARE NEW) 


F. layinewe improvements are required to be removed 
ey. ie tal Cpa — 


For the following categories of costs the agency or rancrer assumes TYPO 
what proportion? 
Agency Rancher 
Category Percentace Percentace 
A. Salting, minerals, supplemental feed 
B. ye j rvivestock management 
OR RX ip ao Spee REWORD ING 

C. Maintenance 

water facilities 

fence 

other, specify 
D. XirXaxkodtaxicd of XivXs MCX (ALWAYS-RANCHER ) 
Ee eterjnasy, 

Rn XX (ALWAYS RANCHER) 
F. Other, specify oe 
Of the above items (in question 11), which ones are set by the lease 
system and/or fee systews? 

Lease set 1 Fee set 

A. a 
8. 


C. (ENTIRE QUESTION DELETED) 
0 (ReRereENONEESPONSE) 


ag 
F. Other 
} ea ——_——— 
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EXPENDITURES AND RECECEIPTS OF GRAZING ee 
x* 


ERREND NLVRES re cercecee eres” Se 


}. The total amount of grazing fees collected by your agency last year was? 
$e , 4 
DELETED~ANSWERED EWH 
2, What is the amount of the grazing weyenyes gota ined by your land ELS ERE) 
administration agency for its use? $ RECE! REWORDING 
3. If part of the grazing xX are not retained by tne agency, describe how 


they are distributed. RECEIPTS ' 


4. Is there a fixed proportion of the grazing fees collected that is 
distributed to: ‘ ' 
($ or %) 
A. Range or grazing division 
Bp. Field supervision or oversight 
(DE - 
c. Range improvements . LETED-NO RESPONSE) 


Dp. Other range or grazing programs, specify 


5. If funds from other sources are used Jo pansy yr the grazing or ADMINISTER IS TO0 
NARROW A DESCRIPTC: 


range program, please snswer the following: 


A. What is the source of those funds and the amount? 


- ; Source Amount ($) 


NT 


4. i ON reer 
B. Are the funds a steady flow: penis No OR meant to 


f (APART, B DELETED NA RESEGNSE) not adequate? ace Faas 


C. Are these funds earmarked for any special program? 


Program Amount ($) 9F $ 
ae Range or grazing division pos i are Pe 
2. Field supervision or avers GhART A-DELETED-NO RESPONSE—— 
3. Range improvements a _ 
4. Otner, specify ie se meal ———_ 


—— 


ae ee er 


eres 3 = 


V. RANGE IMPROVEMENT EXPENDITURES (EXCLUDES MAINTENANCE OR COSTS OF GRAZING) 


eI ICHAT RII TF TOI ICIS KIT I IOI IOI TOF FOTO OTTO KI ITT IT ITT IK IK TTI IKE IK ERIK IKKE 


(USUALLY ONLY AGENCY DOLLARS ARE KNOWN AND PERCENT IS UNKNOWN) 


). How mucrt Oi Altai ture was made last year for range improvements? 


Dollars ‘ Sv by Lyendyo 
| TOTAL RK RRR oars BY AGENCY 
A. Fencing 
B. Water deve lopment 
C. Soil-vecetation improvement 


D. Other, scecify 


2. hdNAGcA recate or aiscount on fees \ given 
improvement expenditures? 


3. 4 Ee SQ un SHOW Mic a one: talled: REWORDING 


A, Who has ‘egal ownersnip of the movable (improvement) facilities 


(e.g., tanks)? periatta 


| T ig j 
(ENTIRE) QUESTION D 
(DELETED-DATA NOT USEFUL) 


B. Who has legal ownersnip of non-movaole SEE Ul fents (e.g., Spraying)? 


| Tenant igual Landlord 
| 


C. How is the resulting incréase in carrying capacity allocated? 


eel Tenant Re Landlord 


4. Are lease terms altered if the tenant participates in improvement cost: 


A. Can lease be terminated before useful life of improvement expires? 
(ENTIRE QUESTION DELETED) 
BELETED—DATA NOT USEFUL) 


B. Ooes compensaticn have to be made to tenant if lease is terminated? 


C. In wnat way are lease contracts rewritten? 


Deen eee ee EEE EETEIEEEDEEEEEEEEEREEEEEEEEE 
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VI. POLICY CHANGES 


Fe ROI TI IK RHI 


1981 
1. Has your agency altered its grazing policy since EAL? No es 


If yes, please indivate policy changes and the year of change. 


Fee determination 


A. 


method of fee determination 
variable fee system 
items included 

rate basis 

other 


NhUun— 


Lease policy 


duration of lease 
qualification for lease 


XOX KR KR (REMOVED JEARLIER 


lease manauement 

other use tanayement 

range i 
Meare KER'SX 


other 


FROM QUESTION AIRE) 


WONAMLHWN— 
wee caMie) 6.e (et ea eb) s 


Expenditures and receipts 


percentage retained 


ea es on x BN Kee Ne K'KX 


sources of non-fee funds 
other 


MWeauUN—_ 
ae ete, wee To 


Range improvements 


amounts of range improvement 


rebate or discounts on XX IMP 


ownership of improvemen 
lease terms and injprovements 
other 


ey KOXUNe NEN 
X- KewMr MoKOK Ke KS NII 
a eid REKEK EK KEK OR’ 


IOVEMENTS (TYPO) 


a OS 
i Ye ee ie 


(REMOVED| EARLIER FROM QUESTIONNAIRE) 


2. What was the reason for the policy chanae? 
A. Reason for fee policy change 


—_= 


B. Reason for lease policy change 


Sem Re ee ce em pean Teen nT a 
C. Reason for expenditure and receipt policy change 
D. Reason for range improvements policy chanqe 


ee es 
EF. Reason for costs of grazing policy change 


Bureau of Land Management 
Library } 

atdg. 50, Denver Federal Center 
nenver, CO 80225 


Ta ee 
“af ‘se © 


A ay Ds beh tae 


mp 
. 
Daye i 
> a 
: Pi 2 . 
Ae) i vie algh Sroka erry 
a 
4 f * 
1 
, 
( 
- 
fo a 
Wits Ss) , Sep j : “i ~ = 
PONTE ; u hi ue a 
: r - ip hte 
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i 
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an 
48 
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